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- This 1s the first comprehensive study of 
the joint, commemorative, and victory 
coins of ancient India, which form a 
- more important source of history than 
the normal issues. The Introduction 
discusses the nature and scope of the 
work. The book is divided into three 
sections dealing with the Joint Issues, 
-Commemorative Medallions, and 
- Victory Medals. The first five chapters, 
. forming Section I, deal with the joint 
issues of the Indo-Greeks; Scytho- 
Parthians; Kusanas, Gadaharas, Sakas, 
and Siladas; of the pré-Gupta period; 
and finally, of the Imperial Guptas, 
respectively. Section II is divided into 
_four chapters dealing with the 
commemorative medallions of the Indo-: 
Greeks; Kusanas; pre-Gupta period; and 
~ of the Imperial Guptas, respectively. An 
_ appendix to Chapter VI discusses the 
‘Helios on Quadriga Type of Coin of 
Plato’. Chapter X comprising Section 
III, is concerned with the Victory Medals 
of ancient India, the ‘Jitam Bhagavata. 
_Padmandabhena Cains’ being discussed 
in an ‘appendix to this chapter. The 
various coin-types have been studied for 
their politico-cultural importance, .and 
_ corroborative evidence in the. form of 
‘literature, inscriptions, icons, and 
sculptures, etc. has freely been made use 
of. Adetailed bibliography, an exhaustive 
index, and sixteen plates of photographic 
illustrations add to the merit of the work. 
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FOREWORD 


Dr. Prashant Srivastava chose the arduous job of writing a 
disseration on coins, knowing fully well that it involves great deal 
of painstaking work causing much strain to the eyes - aconsideration 
which, according to the Vinayapitaka, had made the parents of 
Upali rule out the career of coin-examiner for him. And in coins, 
he did not take up for his study those produced by a single 
technique, like the punch-marked coins, or those belonging to a 
single dynasty, Kusana, Gupta and the like, orto different dynasties 
of the same ethnic stock, such as Indo-Greeks, or to the tnbal 
republics, as has been the common practice. Instead, he chose to 
work on coins belonging to three relatively rare categoires - joint, 
commemorative and victory, ranging from the time of Alexander 
to that of the Guptas. He has pursued his work with rare dedication, 
and despite the opinion of some numismatists that there would not 
be enough material to build up a Ph.D. dissertation on the joint, 
commemorative and victory types alone, he was firmly convinced 
of the suitability of his topic and by his painstaking study has 
succeeded in producing a work which earned him the degree of 
Doctor of Philosophy and also high appreciation from its learned 
examiners - Professor V.S. Pathak and Professor Lallanji Gopal. 


Dr. Prashant Srivastava has made a meticulous and detailed 
Study of the joint, commemorative and victory types of coins. He 
has thoroughly discussed their bearing on various aspects of 
history, such as establishing chronological sequence of kings and 
dynasties, or determining the circumstances leading to joint rule, 
or tracing stages in the career of a ruler (e.g. in the case of Strato 
- his ruling under his mother’s regency, ruling jointly with her, and 
his independent rule), determining the motives of the kings for 
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showing their relationship, real or assumed, with former eminent 
kings. His approach to the subject is marked by a critical 
examination and appraisal of the available data and his conclusions 
are logical and well founded. He has carefully discussed the views 
of earlier scholars on various issues and given convincing reasons 
for accepting or rejecting them. He has something new to offer, be 
it in the classification of coins or in the interpretation of their 
evidence. 7 


This work of Dr. Prashant Srivastava is a significant 
contribution in the field of numismatics, and I am sure, both 
scholars and students will find it a valuable and welcome 
publication. 


KIRAN KUMAR THAPLYAL 
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Coins provide useful corroborative evidence to literary 
and epigraphic sources and for certain ages and dynasties, they are 
almost the only source of information’. But for coins we would 
have known hardly anything about the Indo-Greek and Scytho- 
Parthian rulers. They help in solving some of the most puzzling 
' problems of history. There are also some coin-types which 
themselves present baffling problems that obstinately defy solution, 
and are the basis of much conjecture and scholarly debate. 


There are scattered, though fairly rich, notices of the joint, 
commemorative, and victory coins of ancient India in_ earlier 
works? like Ariana Antigua of H.H. Wilson; Catalogue of the 
Coins of the Greek and Scythic Kings of Bactria and India, in the 
British Museum, by P. Gardner; Coins of Ancient India, Coins of 
Alexander’s Successors in the East, Coins of the Indo-Scythians, 
Sakas, and Kushans, and Later Indo-Scythians by A. Cunningham; 
Indian Coins, and Catalogue of the Coins of the Andhra Dynasty, 
the Western K satrapas, the Traikittaka Dynasty, and the “Bodhi”’ 
Dynasty, in the British Museum, by E.J. Rapson; Catalogue of the 
Coins of Ancient India, in the British Museum, and Catalogue of 
the Coins of the Gupta Dynasties, and of Sasanka, King of Gauda, 
in the British Museum, by J. Allan; Catalogue of the Coins in the 
Punjab Museum, Vol. 1, of R.B. Whitehead: Catalogue of the 
Coins of Ancient India in the Indian Museum, Vol. I, by V.A. 
Smith; W.W. Tarn’s The Greeks in Bactria and India; Taxila of J. 
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Marshall; S.K. Chakrabortty’s A Study of Ancient Indian 
Numismatics; A.S. Altekar’s twin works on. Imperial Gupta 
Numismatics, viz, Catalogue of the Gupta Gold Coins in the 
Bayana Hoard, and Coinage of the Gupta Empire; The Indo-Greeks 
of A.K. Narain; A.N. Lahiri’s Corpus of Indo-Greek Coins; An 
Agrippan Source - A Study in Indo-Parthian History by 
B.N.Mukherjee; A Tribal History of Ancient India - A Numismatic 
Approach of K.K. Dasgupta. The various issues of the Journal of 
the Numismatic Society of India, are important source for notices 
and accounts of coins. However, the joint, commemorative, and 
victory coins, which, in our view, are more important as sources 
of ancient Indian history, than the regular issues, have been 
noticed in these works in passing, and no independent and 
comprehensive study of these particular coins has been undertaken 
so far. Hence, the present study. 


The study begins with the “Poros” medals, which are 
believed by certain scholars to have been issued by Alexander 
after defeating the Indian king (circa 324 B.C.), and ends with the 
downfall of the Imperial Gupta dynasty which marks the close of 
a glorious phase of ancient Indian history. 


The work is largely a result of a study of the works of the 
purvasiris. However, it will be seen that on several occasions, we 
have disagreed with their points of view, and have attempted 
altogether new interpretations. In certain cases, we have also 
attempted a new classification of coin-types (e.g., the coins of the 
Yaudheyas, and the Lion-slayer type of coins of Chandragupta II). 
The present study is not a catalogue of the joint, commemorative, 
and victory coins of ancient India. In cases of a type being 
represented by sub-varieties, we have described the coin-type, and 
then indicated its different varieties. 
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We have tried to utilize the evidence of the joint, 
commemorative, and victory coins for a reconstruction of the 
political and cultural history of ancient India. But sucha study has 
its limitations. Regarding the evidence of seals, it has been 
observed, “Reconstruction of history from their evidence is like 
collecting and assembling scattered and fragmentary pieces of 
bones into a skeleton. To invest them with flesh and blood and 
make them living and lively, even with the help of literature and 
epigraphs, though easy fora novelist, is an extremely arduous task 
for a student of history, who has to abstain from fiction.” The 
same is true for the evidence of coins. In the utilization and 
interpretation of numismatic evidence, we have tried to follow 
Narain’s approach. “Numismatics,” he writes, “is one of those 
unwritten sources which gives scope to the historian to wander off 
into a land of romance, ifhe is not disciplined in undertaking the 
limitations of the source he is using. ... For certain periods, the 
historian has to be anumismatist; he must treat history as a science 
and not as literature. Method is more important than ‘background’, 
and accuracy is more important than flourish.” 


While dealing with the joint, commemorative, and victory 
coins of ancient India, we have described the coin-type in detail 
and then discussed its importance from the point of view of 
political and cultural history. Corroborative evidence in the form 
ofliterature, inscriptions, icons and sculptures, etcetera has freely 
been madeuse of. The various aspects of the coin-types have been 
discussed critically. There are possibilities and probabilities in 
ancient Indian history, but very few certainties. In cases of 
controversies, the views of the various scholars have been discussed 
in detail to present a complete picture of the issue, and new 
interpretations have been put forth, wherever possible. For instance, 
an attempt has been made to understand the significance of the 
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epithet GEOTPOTIOZ occurring on the coins of Agathokleia and 
of Machenes, in the context of the then existing political conditions’. 
A new possible explanation of the Lysias - Antialkidas coin has 
been offered.° The significance of the legend Lichchhavayah, 
occurring on the reverse of the Chandragupta I - Kum4radevi coin- 
type has also been explained in a new context.® The chronology 
of the Imperial Guptas from the time of the end of Samudragupta’s 
reign to the accession of Chandragupta II, too, has been given 
differently.’ 


A few words regarding the determination of the obverse 
and reverse sides of the coins. In cases of the Indo-Greek and 
Scytho-Parthian issues, the side bearing the bust or figure of the 
king and his name is generally regarded as the obverse, and the 
other side, usually bearing the figure or symbol of some deity, the 
reverse. In bilingual coins, the side with the Greek legend 1s 
regarded as the obverse side, for Greek was the official language, 
of the Indo-Greeks certainly, and of the Scytho-Parthians most 
probably.® In case of the Kusana coins, the side bearing the figure 
and name of the king is taken as the obverse, and the side bearing 
the figure and the name of some deity is taken as the reverse. In 
the Imperial Gupta coinage, the side with the circular legend, 
usually bearing the royal figure, is regarded as the obverse side of 
the coin. The problem of determination of the obverse and the 
reverse side is the most difficult in case of the indigenous coins of 
the pre-Gupta period and in certain cases, we have been unable to 
accept the determination of sides proposed by earlier scholars. 


The study is divided into three sections - Joint Issues, 
Commemorative Medallions, and Victory Medals - and comprises 
ten chapters. In Chapter I, dealing with the joint issues of the Indo- 
Greek sovereigns, we have taken up the coin-types issued by 
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Agathokleia in association with Strato I, by Strato I in association 
with Strato II, by Hermaios with Kalliope, and by Lysias with (7) 
Antialkidas. 

Agathokleia and Strato I, whom in these pages we have 
taken as mother and son,’ issued six (possibly seven) types 
conjointly. We have attributed the anepigraphous staters bearing 
a horned owl on the reverse to Agathokleia,’° and not to Menander. 
The sudden death of Menander in camp forced Agathokleia to take 
up the work of administration of the realm as queen-regent on 
behalf of her son, Strato I. To silence the protests of the subjects 
against the rule of a woman, she assumed the title of 
SEOTPOTIOZ.'! But her move does not appear to have been very 
successful, and her coin-types mirror her gradually diminishing 


powers.’” 


There are three types of coins struck by two kings bearing 
the name of Strato.'* Earlier scholars believed these two Stratos 
to be Strato I Soter, the son of Agathokleia, and Strato Il 
Philopator, the grandson of the elder Strato. ‘4 In contradistinction 
to this, some scholars have expressed the possibility of the 
existence of three kings bearing the name of Strato, and regard 
these joint issues as struck by Strato II and Strato III.'!5 But we find 
the first view more acceptable.'© Strato II Philopator appears to 
have predeceased his grandfather." 


The reverse device “king on prancing horse” of the type 
bearing the jugate busts and names of Hermaios.and Kalliope on 
the obverse is very significant in that apart from connecting 
Kalliope with the family of Antimachos,” it shows that the 
Marriage of Hermaios with Kalliope was of great political 
importance, leading to the amalgamation of the kingdoms of 
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Hermaios and Kalliope.” 


A coin-type bearing the name of Lysias of the family of 
Euthydemos” on the obverse, and that of Antialkidas of the family 
of Eukratides?! on the reverse, was earlier believed to be a joint 
issue.” Narain regards it as a ‘mule’.”? But it is equally possible 
that it 1s a joint issue, either struck in the initial years of the reign 
of Antialkidas when he was not yet so powerful, or that the 
Antialkidas of these Lysias-Antialkidas coins was some ruler 
other than the powerful Antialkidas who restruck the coins of 
Lysias.?°" 


Chapter II deals with the joint issues of the Scytho- 
Parthian” rulers. The earliest Scytho-Parthian ruler appears to be 
Vonones. No independent coin of Vonones is known so far, but 
his name occupies the obverse - the place of honour-on the coins 
struck in association with his viceroys, Spalahora* and 
Spalagadama.”° Vonones appears to have been deposed by his 
brother, Spalirises,*’ who had earlier struck satrapal coins as 
“brother of the king’’, and satrapal joint coins with his son, Azes 
1” Spalirises ruled in Arachosia as supreme sovereign, but this 
son, Azes I, is known to have muled in India, where he is believed 
to have succeeded Maues,” apparently after subjugating him.*° 


Azes I, probably towards the close of his reign, associated 
in government his son, Azilises, as a co-ruler, and Azilises did the 
same by associating his own son, Azes II, in government as a co- 
ruler, most probably towards the end of his reign.*! Azes IJ issued 
joint coins with Indravarman,~ and the latter’s son, ASpavarman, 
who served under Azes II as his strategos.* 


Meanwhile Orthanges, who appears to have been a 
successor of the person who overthrew Spalirises in Arachosia, 
was ruling over that region through his viceroy, Gondophermes, 
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and the latter’s assistant, Guda.** Gondophernes dispossessed 
Azes Iofhis kingdom, for Azes’ strategos ASpavarman is known 
to have served under Gondophernes as well. 35 On establishing 
himself as an independent ruler in India, Gondophernes severed 
his relations with Arachosia, whereupon Orthagnes conferred the 
viceroyalty of Arachosia upon Guda.** But after some time, 
Gondophernes established his sway over Arachosia*’. It is not 
known for certain who succeeded Gondophernes. Three kings, 
viZ., Abdagases, Pakores, and Sasan, are known to have succeeded 
him, but the order of their succession is now known.. It is quite 
possible that they ruled simultaneously over different parts of the 
former empire of Gondophemes. The joint issues of Hagana and 
Hagimasa, the Saka Ksatrapas of Mathura, too, are dealt with in 
this chapter.”® 


Jointissues of the Kusinas, Gadaharas, Sakas, and Siladas 
are dealt with in Chapter III. On the basis of the Hermaios - Kujula 
Kadphises coins, some scholars suggested that the Indo-Greek 
ruler associated in government the Kusana chief, who later 
overthrew Hermaios.*” But F.W. Thomas pointed out that there 
was a considerable gap between Hermaios and Kujula Kadphises, 
and this theory is substantiated by the strategraphic evidence of 
coins in the Taksasila excavations conducted by Marshall,**andas 
such, the Hermaios - Kujula Kadphises coins cannot be treated as 
joint issues. The coins of Kaniska III and Vasudeva II bear in the 
left, central, and right fields on the obverse some Brahmi letters. 
The letters in the right field are regarded by Cunningham as the 
initials of the names of provincial governors," thus making them 
joint issues. We have tried to show that the left and central fields, 


too, were occupied by the initials of the names of two different 
officials. * 
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The appearance of the word Kirada on some Gadahara 
coins is taken by some scholars to refer to the sovereignty of the 
Kidara Kusanas over the Gadaharas, and the appearance of the 
name Samudra (Gupta ?) on some other Gadahara coins is 
believed to indicate the transfer of the allegiance of the Gadaharas 
from the Kidara-Kus4nas to the Imperial Guptas when the power 
of the Kidara-Kusanas was eclipsed by the rise of Sassanian 
imperialism.*? The presence of the symbol of Vasudeva I on 
certain Saka and Silada coins ts regarded as an indication of his 
nominal suzerainty over these tribes.** 


Indigenous joint issues of the pre-Gupta. period are 
discussed in a chronological order in Chapter IV. A Pafichala type 
bearing the name of Vangapala on the obverse and of Damagupta 
on the reverse was earlier taken as counterstruck piece.* K.M. 
Shrimali, however, regards them as joint issues, but he regards 
Damagupta as the senior ruler of the two.** But we have tried to 
show that Vangapila was the senior of the two rulers, as his name 
occupies the obverse.*’ The Satavahana coin bearing the names 
of Satakarni I and his queen, Naganik4, and the figure of a horse 
appears to be both a joint issue testifying to the influence of 
Naganika in the Satavahana administration, and a commemorative 
piece celebrating the performance of the Asvamedha yajna by the 
Satavahana ruler.”? The Ayodhya coin bearing the names of 
Devamitra and Ayumitra might be a joint issue or an overstruck 
coin. The determination of its real nature is of great importance 
for the chronology of these two kings of Ayodhya.° 


Chapter V deals with the Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi 
type, the only joint issue of the Imperial Guptas. This type 1s very 
controversial, and as there has been a lot of discussion regarding 
its attribution and nature, we have discussed this type in greater 
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detail. The type has been attributed variously to Chandragupta I 
and the Lichchhavis jointly,*! to Chandragupta I and Kumaradevi 
jointly,” to Samudragupta who is believed to have issued this type 
to commemorate his parents,” and to the Lichchhavis who are 
believed to have struck this type to commemorate the marriage of 
Chandragupta I and Kumaradevi.”* We find the theory of Altekar 
the most appropriate, and feel that Lichchhavayah, the reverse 
legend of this type, is indicative of the people Kumaradevi 
represented in the amalgamated states of the Guptas and the 
Lichchhavis.°> The goddess on the reverse has been identified 
variously as Durga, Laksmi, and Sarvamangala. But we find her 
identification with Simhavahini Laksmi as more apt.°° 


Commemorative medallions of the Indo-Greeks are 
“discussed in Chapter VI. A coin-type bearing the legend 
AIOAOTOY YQTHPOX ‘on the reverse was earlier regarded as 
the normal! coinage of Diodotés, but Macdonald has correctly 
shown that it is a medal, struck most probably by Demetrios, to 
commemorate Diodotos.*’ Agathokles is known to have 
commemorated onhis coins Alexander, Antiochos (115 ); Diodotos, 
Euthydemos, Demetrios, and Pantaleon; Antimachos 
_ commemorated onhis coins Diodotos and Euthydemos; Eukratides 
commemorated his parents,°’ Heliokles and Laodike on two of his 
coin-types.Scholars like Tarn are of the view that the purpose 
behind the issue of these commemorative pieces by these princes 
Was to win over the support of the native Greeks by proclaiming 
their Seleukid origin. Justin states that Eukratides was 
assassinated by a son. who “drove his chariot through his blood”. 
According to Narain, this parricide son of Eukratides might have 
been Plato. end his ‘Helios on quadriga’ type coins might have 


some connection with this statement of Justin.®! and this we have 
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discussed in an appendix to Chapter VI. 


Chapter VII deals ‘vith the Hermaios - Kujula Kadphises 
type of coins, the commemorative medallions of the Kusanas. We 
have already mentioned that they could not possibly have been 
joint issues keeping in view the time gap between the two rulers. 
Some scholars regard these coins as “mechanical copies” of the 
popular Hermaios type by Kujula Kadphises.® But we find this 
difficult to accept.© The earlier theory of Tarn that these coins 
were struck by Kujula Kadphises to commemorate Hermaios in 
order to consolidate his own position in the Kabul Valley seems 
to be the most acce’ -ble.™ 


There are certain Kuninda coins bearing the figure of Siva 
and the legend Bragavata Chatresvara Mahatmanah, and certain 
Yaudheya coins bearing the name and/or figure of Karttikeya. J.N. 
Banerjea has suggested that the Kunindas had a sort of theocracy 
in which the state was dedicated to Siva and coins were issued in 
his name.® Likewise, the Yaudheyas had dedicated their state to 
their patron deity, Karttikeya, and issued coins in his name. But 
itis argued that on these coins, neither Siva nor Karttikeya is given 
any royal title, which seems to render Banerjea’s suggestion 
difficult to accept.’ In contradistinction to this theory, one scholar 
has suggested that the Kunindas struck the Chatresvara coins to 
commemorate their independence of the Kus4na rule,® and the 
Yaudheyas struck the K4rttikeya coins to commemorate their 
independence of the Karddamaka Saka Ksatrapa rule.” In Chapter 
VIII, which deals with these indigenous commemorative medallions 
of the pre-Gupta period, we have also suggested a new classification 
of the Yaudheya coins mentioning K@rttikeya,” and discussed 
briefly the various symbols occurring on these Kuninda and 
Yaudheya coins”. 
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Chapter IX deals with the commemorative medallions of 
the Imperial Guptas. Samudragupta struck the ASvamedha type 
of coins, the only contemporary evidence of the performance of 
the Asvamedha by him, and the Lyrist type coins, which appear to 
be connected with the ASvamedha type by the presence of the 
Brahmi letter $i’* occurring on both these types. The Lyrist type, 
too appears to have been struck on the occasion of the ASvamedha.” 
R.D. Banerjiis of the view that the Kacha type of coins were struck 
by Samudragupta to commemorate his elder brother, Kacha, who 
had lost his life in the struggle with the Kusdnas during the life- 
time of Chandragupta I.” There are, however, grounds to believe 
that these coins were struck by Kacha himself, and are not 
commemorative medallions.’ Earlier scholars regarded Kacha as 
identical with Samudragupta.’°But this view is no longer acceptable 
to a vast majority of scholars.”’ Kacha is believed to be a brother 
of Samudragupta, who occupied the Gupta throne at P5taliputra. 
During his rule, Ramagupta, the elder son of Samudragupta and 
the provincial governor of Eran, declared himself king at Eran. 
After some time, Kacha was dethroned by Chandragupta I. We 
feel that this reconstruction can explain the rule of Kacha and the 
sovereign status of Ramagupta between Samudragupta and 
Chandragupta II.” 


Kuméaragupta I, too, issued the ASvamedha type and the 
Lyrist type of coins, his ASvamedha type being the only available 
source of our information of the performance of the Asvamedha by 
him apart from the stone horse from Khairigarh believed to be a 
replica of his sacrificial horse. The obverse composition of the 
Apratigha type of Kum4aragupta I has not yet been satisfactorily 
explained. We haveelsewhere”’shown the difficulties in accepting 
Altekar’s suggestion. We feel that it is likely that Kumiragupta I 
is here commemorating the renunciation of the world by his 
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yuvaraja and that the obverse composition consists of the yuvaraja 
flanked by his parents who are trying to dissuade him from 
renouncing the world, but in vain.®° 


Chapter X deals with the victory medals. The two types 
of decadrachms showing a horseman pursuing an elephant bearing 
two riders are regarded by Gardner as recording some victory of 
a Graeco-Bactrian king over some Yueh-chih invader.®' But B.V. 
Head is of the view that these types show Alexander pursuing 
Poros, and hence, commemorate the Battle of Jnelum.* Eukratides 
struck a twenty-stater piece to commemorate his victory over the 
Euthydemids,®* while Amyntas marked his victory over the Saka 
ruler Maues.® or the successor(s) and sub-king(s) of Apollodotos,™ 
by the issue of two types of double-decadrachms. 


Some Indo-Greek and Scytho-Parthian coins showing 
naval symbolism are taken by some scholars to refer to naval 
victories.° Antimachos Theos issued a Poseidon type to 
commemorate his naval victory, possibly over the Sakas.®° The 
Poseidon type of Nikias and the Triton :type of Hippostratos are 
taken by Tarn to refer to one and the same victory achieved by the 
Indo-Greeks over the Saka ruler Maues.*’ He regards Nikias as the 
son of Hippostratos.** But Greek mythology seems to support 
Narain’s view that Nikias was a predecessor of ‘Hippostratos.®° 
Nikias depicted Poseidon on his coins, and Nikias’ son, 
Hippostratos, depicted Poseidon’s son, Triton, on his coins. The 
Poseidon types of Maues and Azes | are taken to refer to the naval 
victories of the Sakas over the Indo-Greek fleets. Marshall, 
however, says that Maues is here commemorating the same battle 
as that commemorated on the Poseidon type of Nikias and the 
Triton type of Hippostratos.” 


According to R.K. Mookerji. the Tiger-slayer type of 
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Samudragupta commemorates his conquest of the Ganga Valley,?! 
while the Lion-slayer type of Chandragupta II commemorates his 
conquest of Kathiawar.”? M.M. Nagar is of the view that the 
Rhinoceros-slayer type of Kum4aragupta I commemorates his 
conquest of Kamartipa.”*But while we have epigraphic 
corroboration of the conquest of the Ganga Valley by Samudragupta, 
and the conquest of Kathiawar by Chandragupta II, we have no 
corroborative evidence of the conquest of Kamariipa by 
Kumaragupta I." 


Thus, in ten chapters under three sections, we have 
discussed the Joint Issues (Chapters I to V), Commemorative 
Medallions (Chapters VI to IX), and Victory Medals (Chapter X). 
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SECTION I 
JOINT ISSUES 


l 


JOINT COINS OF THE 
INDO-GREEK SOVEREIGNS 


Agathokleia with Strato I 


The earliest joint issues of ancient India are those of the 
Indo-Greek rulers, Agathokleia and Strato J. There is great 
controversy regarding the relationship between Agathokleia and 
Strato I. Some scholars are of the opinion that Agathokleia was 
the wife of Strato I. Cunningham 1s quite emphatic in his assertion 
that “The connection between Straton and Agathokleia can only be 
that of man and wife.”' This hypothesis of Cunningham, “not 
having been formally disproved”, had, “in the process of time 
come to be regarded as a fact.”* Subsequent scholars accepted this 
view without questioning it, though there was no clear-cut evidence 
in favour of this theory. Gardner, too, subscribed to the view of 
Cunningham.’ Recently, K.W. Dobbins, has also described 
Agathokleia as the wife of Strato I." 


Prinsep, however, suggested that Agathokleia was the 
mother of Strato I.° Rapson, following Prinsep,® regards her as the 
wife of Menander, who had assumed the regency of her minor 
son’s kingdom after the death of herhusband.’ Smith’and Brown? 
- too, are of the same view, and it 1s accepted by scholars like 
Altekar,'® Tarn,! Sircar,!? Narain,'? Lahiri,'* and B.N. Mukherjee. 


2 Aspects of Ancient Indian Numismatics 


We shall try to ascertain this relationship between Agathokleia 
and Strato I after taking a look at the coin-types issued conjointly 


by them. 

TYPE 1 

Obv. :  Helmeted bust of Athena, or more likely, of Queen 
Agathokleia, to r., within astragalus border. 

Rev. : Large horned owl walking tor., with head facing. To 
l. A, within astragalus border.!® 

Gold. Round. (Pl. I, 1) 


The coin described above, a stater, is anepigraphous, and 
as such, its attribution is not certain. Whitehead,!’ Altekar,'* and 
Narain” attribute these staters to Menander. But, if we accept this 
attribution, it would be very difficult to explain the absence of the 
name of Menander on this only stater. Lahiri’s attribution” of this 
coin-type to Agathokleia seems to be more convincing. And if this 
attribution be accepted, it shall stand to reason that this 
anepigraphous stater was a joint issue of Agathokleia and Strato 
I, for Agathokleia, in her position as queen-regent, is not known to 
have struck any coin exclusively in her own name. Whitehead has 
pointed out that the owl on the present coin is homed, and is 
“possibly the Indian eagle owl”, while the owl on the coins of 
Menander is always hornless.”' This difference, too, supports the 
view that this coin-type is not an issue of Menander.” 


TYPE2Z 


Obv. : Bust of queen to r., wearing a ribbon (diadem” 7); 
braid of hair falling on the nape of neck. Gr. legend: 
BAZIAIZZHE (above) ATABOKAEIAZ (below). 


Rev. : A diademed warrior (Strato I?* or Menander®? 7) 
walking to r.; holding shield and lance in 1. hand; r. 


Joint Coins of the Indo-Greek Sovereigns 3 


arm extended. Kh. legend : Maharajasa tratarasa 
dhramikasa (above) Stratasa (below).”° 


Silver. Round. (P1.1,2). 


This coin-type does not bear the curious epithet 
SEOTPOTIOZ of Agathokleia, which is found on some coins of 
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this queen. 


The Kharosthi legend on this coin, interestingly, is not a 
translation of the Greek legend, as is the usual practice on the 
bilingual Indo-Greek coins. The same stands true for Types 3 and 
4.°8 The epithets tratara and dhramika, occurring in the Kharosthi 
legend for Strato I, are the Prdkrit rendering of the Greek epithets 
LOQTHP and AIKAIO2Z used for Menander on his coins.” This fact, 


too, connects Strato I and Menander. 


TYPE 3 

Obv. : Bust of queen, wearing diadem, to r. Gr. legend : 
BAXLIAIZYH=Z S8EOTPOTIO Y(above) 
ATA8OKAEIAZ (below). 

Rev. :  Diademed warrior tor., as on Type 2; Kh. Legend, as 
on Type 2.°° 

Silver. | Round. (Pl. 1, 3). 

TYPE 4 

Oby. : Helmeted bust of queen to r. Gr. legend on three 
sides: | 
BAXIAIZZHE (1.) SEOTPOMOY (top) 
ATASOKAEIAZ (r.). 

Rey. : Naked Herakles seated on rock to !.; holding club 


which rests on his r. knee. Kh. legend on three sides: 
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Maharajasa (r.) tratarasa dhrami - (top) kasa Stratasa 


(1.).3? 


Copper. Square. (PI. I, 4). 
TYPE 5 
Obv. :  Bustsof Agathokleiaand Strato lI, jugate and diademed, 


to r. Gr. legend : 


BAXSTIAEQY LQTHPOLY XLTPATQ NOE (above) KAI 
ATABOKAEIAZ (below). 


Rev. : Standing Athena tol., holding aegis in 1. hand; hurling 
thunderbolt with r. hand. Kh. legend : Maharajasa 
tratarasa Stratasa (above) Agathukriae (below).* 


Silver, . Round. (P1. I, 5). 
This is the only coin-type bearing the name of Agathokleia 
on the obverse as well as the reverse. As such, the Prakrit form 


of the name of Agathokleia, 1.e., Agathukriae, is known only from 
this coin-type.* 


TYPE 6 
Obv. : Busts of Agathokleia and Strato I, as on Type 5. Gr. 
legend, as on Type 5. 
Rev. : <Ason Type 5. Kh. legend : Maharajasa tratarasa 
_ dhramikasa (above) Stratasa (below).* 
Silver. Round. (P1. 1, 6). 


It is noteworthy that the name of Agathokleia has 
disappeared from the Kharosthi legend on the reverse.» 


TYPE 7 | 
Obv. : Bustof Agathokleia® to r. Gr. legend: BAZIAEOX 
EMIodANOYY LQTHPOY XTPATQ NOX. 
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Rev. : “Bowand quiver, with strap.” Kh. legend: Maharajasa 
prachachhasa tratarasa Stratasa.*’ 


Bronze. Round. (Pl. I, 7). 


It is interesting to note that the figure on the obverse that 
has been recognized by Rapson as that of Agathokleia, has been 
identified by Gardner as the bust of “Apollo with hair in queue”.*® 
Rapson, however, has no doubt whatsoever regarding his own 
identification of the female bust on the obverse of this coin.” We, 
too, after a careful study of the bust on this coin, and the bust of 
Agathokleija as given on her own jount issues, subscribe to the view 
of Rapson, and regard the bust given on this coin-type as that of 
Agathokleia. The significance of the presence of the bust alone on 
the coin-type of Strato I shall be discussed by us later. 


‘ The coin-types of Agathokleia and Strato I have been 
described by us above in a chronological order, as it appears to us. 
A look at these coin-types indicates that Agathokleia was more 
important than Strato I in the initial years of the latter’s reign. On 
the coin-types 2, 3, and 4, the name and bust of Agathokleia figure 
on the side bearing the legend in Greek, which, according to most 
of the numismatists, is indicative of the more prominent position, 
and hence, she was the more important of the two.*° Had she been 
the wife of Strato I, it would have been hardly likely for her to 
occupy the more important side of the coin. Besides, on the coins 
displaying the jugate busts of. Agathokleia and Strato I,*' the 
former appears as a mature middle-aged women, while the latter 
seems to be quite young, actually in his teens.“ As such, it seems 
to us more likely that Agathokleia was the mother of Strato I, who 
took over the reins of government of her minor son’s kingdom in 
her own hands after the death of her husband. 


6 Aspects of Ancient Indian Numismatics 


It has been stated above * that while Prinsep merely states 
that Agathokleia was the mother of Strato I,“ without giving the 
name of her husband, Rapson*® suggests the possibility that 
Agathokleia might have been the wife of Menander. The reasons 
he gives in support of his contention are that the non-conventional 
bust of Athena, helmeted, occurring on the coins of Menander *° 
is perhaps a realistic portrait of Agathokleia in the guise of Athena, 
and it bears a close resemblance to the busts of Agathokleia on the 
coins she issued conjointly with her son, StratoI. He also suggests 
that the figure of the warrior on the issues of Agathokleia and 
Strato I*’ might be that of Menander, especially when a similar 
figure, presumably that of Menander. is seen on the obverse of 
some coins of Menander.** To Tarn, the evidence cited by Rapson 


“seems conclusive’’.*? 


Marshall describes Agathokleia as the mother of Strato 
[.°° Sircar, too, is ready to accept this view if one assumes the 
existence of a second Heliokles, “a later Eucratidian prince, 
probably a Successor of Antialcidas, and not the same as 
Eucratides’s son who ruled about the third quarter of the second 
century B.C.’’', (since Heliokles has restruck the joint coins of 
Agathokleia and Strato I, and hence, is posterior to these two). 
Narain, too, regards her as the wife of Menander, but, like Rapson, 
adds that “there is no conclusive proof” regarding this relationship. 
Lahiri? queries, “why then should Menander depict the portraiture 
of Agathokleia on his own coinage unless she was somehow 
intimately connected with him?>** The scholars who regard 
Agathokleia as the mother of Strato I, generally accept the theory 
that she was the wife of Menander,™ a view which seems to be 
quite provable, especially witca Aumiid Stans to Scene wa the 


reverse of a coin-tvpe of Agathokleia and Strato I> 
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Rapson has pointed out®* that the presence of seated 
Herakles on the coins of Agathokleia, struck in association with 
her son, Strato I,*” establishes her connection with the family of 
Euthydemos, whose characteristic type 1s the “Herakles seated”. 
He further suggests that she was a niece or daughter of Demetrios, 
placing her in the family of Pantaleon and Agathokles on the basis 
of her name, Agathokleia.”’ Tarn™ regards her as the daughter of 
Demetrios, but also admits the possibility of her being the daughter 
of Apollodotos, if he was a son of Euthydemos, “for her son Strato 
I uses Apollodotos’ type of Apollo and tnpod; but he may have 
used it, not because it had been used by Apollodotus, but because 
it was Seleucid”.®' However, he assumes that she was a daughter 
of Demetrios throughout his book, “in default of exact 
information”. 


Narain also seems to accept the theory that Agathokleia 
belonged to the family of Demetrios I.© Lahiri, too, regards her as 
the sister of Agathokles, and a daughter of Demetrios.“ 


Thus, it is seen that Agathokleia was a grand daughter of 
Euthydemos, and was a “princess in her own right and a member 
of the royal house,” and her marriage with Menander might have 
supported, or even legitimized,*’ his claim to royalty. 


The coins that Agathokleia struck in association with her 
son, Strato I, reveal quite clearly the various stages in the career 
of the queen-regent, and help us considerably in reconstructing the 
career of the widow of Menander. _ 


Menander, while leading a military campaign, died in 
camp. His sudden death threw his vast kingdom into confusion. 
On the one hand, his son Strato was still a minor, too young to 
administer effectively the vast kingdom he inherited from his 
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illustrious father, and also to protect it from the enemies, who had 
begun to cast covetous eyes on the realm of Menander after his 
death. Heliokles, possibly after being driven out of Bactria, “was 
knocking at the gates outside.” On the other hand, the subjects, 
especially the Indian subjects, of the kingdom could not be 
expected to let themselves be governed by a woman without some 
protest. Agathokleia, in order to save the kingdom which had been 
built by her husband by sheer force of arms, took the bold step of 
assuming the regency of the kingdom during her son’s minority. 
In order to placate and please the influential persons of the 
kingdom, she struck these “Athena-Agathokleia and owl” type 
staters to be distributed as gifts among these persons. As she was 
not certain of her position as yet, she did not place her name on the 
Staters, and was Satisfied merely by depicting her bust in the guise 
of Athena, and “A”, the initial of her name.” This hypothesis 
explains the anepigraphic nature of the staters.’! This coin, thus, 
represents the first stage in the regency of Agathokleia. 


Agathokleia seems to have consolidated her position as 
regent very soon with the help of the trusted and loyal officials - 
civil and military - and became the virtual ruler of the realm, 
though she ruled on behalf of her son, Strato I. This stage of her 
career is represented by the silver coins bearing her name on the 
obverse, and that of Strato I on the reverse.’? Here, she is the 
BAXIAIZXA, the queen. However, she has not, as yet, assumed 
the epithet, SEOTPOIIOX. The name and bust of the queen-regent 
on the obverse prove beyond doubt that she occupied the supreme 
position in the government, while the name of Strato I occurring 
on the reverse reveals that his position was inferior to that of 
Agathokleia.’*> However, to reassure her “subjects as to ‘the 
merely temporary nature of her position as Queen”, Agathokleia 
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gives toher son “his full title of BALIAEQ2 LOTHPOZAIKAIOY, 


or rather its equivalent in Prakrit.’’”* 


Agathokleia had won over the support of the influential 
officials of the kingdom. But hertaking up the reins of government 
in her own hands must naturally have led to strong protests from 
the common subjects - Greeks as well. as Indians - for men have 
always been averse to being ruled over by a woman. Haughton 
remarks,” “Now in ancient time, people generally and perhaps 
Orientals especially were inclined to regard with distrust and 
distaste the rule of a woman, which they knew from experience 
was liable to lead to intrigues, favourites, and unstable state of 
affairs in the realm, which might even culminate in civil war or 
attacks from without. Moreover, in this instance, Heliocles had 
already encroached upon the territories of Agathocleia and Strato.” 
To silence the murmurs of protests from the subjects against her 
rule, she assumed the epithet, B9EOTPOITIOX ‘god-like, divine’, 
which appears on her next issues struck conjointly with Strato 1.’ 


The real significance of this epithet, B|EOTPONOZ has 
not been explained satisfactorily as yet. Prinsep takes this epithet 
to mean “god-nourisher’, and regards it as an epithet “coined on 
purpose for the queen-mother (Agathokleia) after the Oriental 
style of flattery, in allusion to her royal offspring.””’ He evidently 
confuses TPOIIOZ for TPO®OZ. He remarks that this word is 
“not to be found in the lexicon’”.’* Lassen, however, has pointed 
out its occurrence in Heliodoros,” where it occurs “with its 
normal meaning of ‘god-like, divine’.”®? Cunningham," on the 
basis of the supposition that Agathokleia was a niece or daughter 
of Demetrios, suggests that “it is not improbable that Theotropos 
may have some reference to the title of Theos, which was borne by 
Euthydemus, the father of Demetrius.” Rapson*® sees in this 
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epithet a probable reference to Agathokleia’s position as queen- 
regent. Wilson translates it as “the servant of God.” 


The actual significance of this interesting epithet has been 
revealed by the coming to light of the joint issue of the Scytho- 
Parthian rulers Machenes and Maues.*™ The obverse Greek legend 
of this coin reads BAXIAIZZHE BEOTPOTIOY MAXHNHY, 
which is exactly similarto the legend BALIAIZLXHY SGEOTPOTIOY 
ATA@OKAEIAZ occurring on Types 3” and 4* of the joint coins 
of Agathokleia and Strato I.G. Le Rider regards Machenes as the 
spouse of Maues,®’ but it appears more probable that she was the 
regent of Maues’ kingdom during his minority.*® 

If this assumption about Machenes’ regency be accepted 
and it be also accepted that Agathokleia, too, was the mother of 
Strato I, as is most likely, and as has been already suggested by 
several scholars like Rapson,®? Tam,” and Narain,”! it would 
become quite clear that the epithet of 9EOTPONOZ was borne 
exclusively by the queen-regents, who administered the kingdoms 
during the minority of their respective sons. 

The epithet BEOTPOIIOZ, meaning ‘god-like, divine’ 
seems to have been assumed by Agathokleia to obviate the 
possibility of opposition from the subjects against her - awoman’s 

rule, thereby proclaiming that she is ruling through divine 
sanction, a Step that was followed by Machenes as well. 


The coin-types 3.52 and 4. of Agathokleia and Strato I 
represent this stage in the career of the queen-regent, when she 
was obliged to assume the epithet of SEOTPOTTIOZ to give divine 
Sanction to her rule. The two types, being of two different 
denominations and metals, seem to have been issued 
simultaneously. 


Joint Coins of the Indo-Greek Sovereigns 11 


This attempt of Agathokleia, it seems, could not cut much 
ice with her subjects. The protestations of her subjects, it would 
appear, continued despite all her efforts to quieten them, and as 
such, soon she was forced by the circumstances to give greater 
powers to her son. Their next issue, Type 5.**, depicts the busts 
of Agathokleia and Strato I, jugate, and the Greek legend on the 
obverse carries the name and titles of Strato I before the name of 
Agathokleia. In addition, Agathokleia is given no royal titles, not 
even the simple Basilissa, on this type. The Kharosthi legend on 
the reverse, too, mentions the name of the son with the royal titles 
before the name of the queen-mother, who, again, is given no title. 
Thus, at the stage at which this type was issued, Agathokleia no 
longer occupied the supreme position in the government. She now 
seems to have delegated greater powers to Strato I, and he now 
occupied a position equal to, if not superior to that of Agathokleia. 


The Greek subjects seem to have been satisfied when 
Agathokleia delegated equal, or greater, powers to her son.” But 
the protestations of the Indian subjects did not stop and the name 
of Agathokleia had to be removed from the Kharosthi legend on the 
reverse, the legend meant for the Indians to read, as seen on the 
coins of Type 6.”° This represents further decline in the power of 
Agathokleia. Strato I now undoubtedly occupies a position in 
government, superior to that of his mother. 


We now discuss an interesting bronze coin described in 
the British Museum Catalogue of the Coins of the Greek and 
Scythic Kings of Bactria and India,*’ which was struck by Strato 
I. The bust on the obverse of this coin has been identified as that 
of “Apollo with hair in queue”®*. But Rapson,” on the basis of a 
comparison of the portraits of Agathokleia on her coins and the 
bust on this coin, regards this bust as that of Agathokleia. To us, 
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Rapson’s identification seems to be more convincing. 


It seems that due to the protests of the subjects to her rule, 
she herself gradually delegated greater powers to Strato I. This 
coin, the importance of which has not as yet been fully 
comprehended, shows that she now had only nominal power in the 
government, as is evident from the presence of her bust alone on 
the obverse, without any mention of her name on either side of the 
coin. It1s even likely that now she had ceased to wield any power 
at all, and that Strato I depicted her bust on the coin merely out of 
respect for his mother, than out of any other consideration. The 
possibility, however, that at the time of the issue of this coin, 
Agathokleia had died and her son depicted her bust on the obverse 


of his comin to commemorate her, cannot altogether be ruled out. 


Having assumed full kingly powers, Strato I struck coins 
alone, bearing his own name and portrait.' These portraits show 
him in various stages of his life - as a young man,'®! as a middle 
- aged man,'” as an old man reigning alone,'* and also in 
association with Strato IJ Philopator,'“ most probably, his 
grandson.! 


The joint issues of Agathokleia and Strato I, thus, faithfully 
reflect the various stages in the regency of Agathokleia. But for 
these coins, we would never have been able even to know her 
name, let alone learn about the details of her brief but interesting 
career. 


It has often been suggested that Strato I, in his impatience 
to assume full regal power and authority, ousted Agathokleia.'!” 
However, the portrait of Strato I on his seemingly earliest 
independent issue depicts him as a mere boy, not perhaps above 
fifteen years of age.'°’ “At such a tender age, when he had little 
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experience of life, we cannot credit him with a political move of 
such a_ far-reaching character.”!°8 Hence, as stated earlier,!% 
Agathokleia was obliged to delegate power of government to her 
son due to the protests of her subjects against the rule of a woman. 


It shall be interesting to note that Lahiri has recently 
altered his views regarding the relationship between Agathokleia 
and Strato I, and the significance of the issues bearing their joint 
names.'!° It must also be noted that even in his Corpus of Indo- 
Greek Coins,'"' in the initial parts, he accepts the theory that 
Agathokleia was the queen of Menander, who acted as queen- 
regent during the minority of her son, Strato I.!!* But towards the 
end of the same work,''? he seems to be inclined to regard 
Agathokleia as the wife of Strato I. 


The reason for regarding Agathokleia as the wife of Strato 
I is that the profile of Agathokleia on the coins bearing the 
conjugate busts is significantly to the left of the profile of Strato 
I, which is the formal position of the wife, as illustrated by the 
conjugate busts of known husbands and wives, viz., “those of 
Ptolemy II and his sister-wife Arsinoe (GC,'* PLLVIH, 1), of 
Ptolemy IV and his wife Laodice (ibid., Pl.LVII,7), of Hermaeus 
and his wife Calliope (P1.X XII, 1),'!and of Heliocles and his wife 
Laodice.” Moreover, on the coins of Cleopatra Thea and her son 
Antiochos VIII the profile of the mother is to the right of that of 
Antiochos VIII'!**, But, we find it difficult to regard Agathokleia 
as the wife of Strato I merely on the basis of the position of her bust 
on her coins, when there is so much'"* to support the theory that 
She was the wife of Menander, and the mother of Strato I.!"’ 


According to Lahiri’s altered view, our coin-types 5'"* and 
6'!? were issued by Strato I to commemorate his marriage with the 
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Euthydemid princess, Agathokleia, which marriage brought a 
“considerable amount of prestige” to Strato I.'7° _ 


Our coin-types 2,!7!3,!”* and 4,!? Lahiri takes tohave been 
“struck by Agathokleia alone’’,'** or else, he says, “the name of 
Strato I would have been on the obverse along with that of 
Agathokleia and also the name of Agathokleia would have been on 
the reverse along with that of Strato.”’'*° He further suggests that 
possibly, these coin-types were issued by Agathoklesa during 
some grave illness of Strato I, when Agathokleia looked after the 
work of administration of the kingdom on behalf of the king.'”° He 
tries to explain away the absence of the name of Strato from the 
obverse and that of Agathokleia from the reverse by saying that as 
the Greek subjects recognised her superior position as the virtual 
administrator during the king’s illness, she placed her name on the 
obverse 1n Greek, but for the Indian subjects, who were averse to 
the rule of a woman, the sovereign was Strato I himself, “for 
whom his consort was running the administration for the time 
being’’!?”, Hence his name on the reverse in Kharosthi for the 
Indians to read, the name of the queen being on the obverse in 
Greek for the ‘understanding’ Greek subjects. 


We, however, find it difficult to accept this theory. First, 
it assumes “a possible grave illness of Strato [’!78 Secondly, the 
reason given by Lahiri for the absence of the name of Strato I from 
the obverse legend is not convincing: Had Agathokleia been 
temporarily looking after the work of administration during Strato’s 
illness, itis hardly possible that she could have relegated the name 
of the sovereign to the reverse, no matter how powerful she might 
have been at the moment. Even if the king is gravely ill, he does 
not cease to be the sovereign, and the person who is temporarily 
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looking after the work of administration cannot possibly assume 


a position superior to that of the king. 


Thus, the suggestion that these coins were issued during 
the early stages of Agathokleia’s regency, when Strato I was only 


a nominal ruler,'”? remains more convincing. 


STRATO I WITH STRATO II 


Next, we come to the interesting joint issues of two 
persons bearing the name of Strato. Ithas generally been accepted 
that these coins, which shall be described below,'*’ were issued 
by Strato I, - who also struck coins in association with his mother, 
Agathokleia’*! - and another king bearing the same name, i.e., 
Strato H[.'°* But recently, some scholars have put forth the 
possiblity of the existence of three kings with the name of Strato. 
and they regard the two Stratos of these coins as Strato II and 
Strato II] respectively.'*? We shall return to this later.'** 


TYPE | 


Obv. : Bust of king showing old age, diademed, to r. Gr. 
legend: BALIAEY XTHPC XTPATAQN ........... a 
Rev. : Pallas, hurling thunderbolt, to 1 . Kh. legend : 


Maharajasa tratarasa Stratasa potrasa chasa priyapita 
Stratasa.'*6 


Silver. Round. - (Pl. I, 8). 


After a careful study of the photographs of the coins of this 
type, we are inclined to accept Rapson’s readings of the obverse 
and reverse legends, as correct. 


TYPE 2 
Oby, : As the obverse of Type 1. Traces of Gr. legend. 
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Bev. As the reverse of Type 1. Kh. legend : 
Maharajanam tratarasa Stratasa potrasa chasa 


priyapita Stratasa.'*! 
Silver. Round. (P1.1, 9). 


We have described this coin as a Separate type on the basis 
of the difference in the reverse legend. 


TYPE 3 

Oby. : Apollo to r., holding arrow in both hands. Traces 
of Gr. legend. 

Rev. : Tnpod-Lebes. Kh. legend, as on the reverse of 
Type 1.18 

Lead. Round. 


After having described the coin-types issued by the two 
Stratos conjointly, we return to the controversy that whether there 
existed three kings of the name of Strato or only two. 


The earlier numismatists believed in the existence of only 
two Stratos,!°? and regarded the Strato Tratara of these coins as 
Strato I Soter, who once struck coins in conjunction with his 
mother, Agathokleia,'” and Strato Priyapita as Strato II Philopator. 


However, recently, the possibility of the existence of three 
Stratos has been suggested.'*! The reason given in favour of this 
contention may be summed up as follows : Some barbarous 
coins,'** as well as these joint coins, depict the king as an old man 
of “more than seventy years” of age with “toothless jaws and 
sunken cheeks.”!* It is pointed out that no well-struck coins of 
Strato I show him as an old man, and the most elderly portrait of 
Strato I possibly occurring on some tetradrachms bearing the 
epithets ENIIOANH2 and XOTHP together is of a man not older 
than 45 or 50 years.'* If the barbarous coins with the old-age 
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portrait of Strato are attributed to Strato I, it would mean a gap of 
about twenty years in his career,'** for we have no portrait of 
Strato I “which may link the middle-aged king of his ‘Epiphanes’ 
series with the aged portraits on the crude drachms and on the joint 
issues of Strato I and Strato I.”'*° Lahin regards such a gap in 
Strato’s career as “highly improbable”,'*’ and attributes the 
barbarous drachms bearing the old age portraits of Strato to a 
Strato Soter different from Strato I." 


It has also been pointed out that apart from the very first 
stage in his career, Strato I never uses the epithet LOQT HP alone, 
but in conjunction with either AIKAIOZ or EITIMANH2, and that 
itis “not natural for Strato I to drop altogether.both his subsidiary 
epithets - AIKAIOX and ETIIdA NH2 - at the end ofhis career.”"'” 


It is, therefore, concluded by these scholars “that there 
existed two kings named Straton Soter,”°and that it was Strato 
II Soter who struck the barbarous drachms, and that this Strato II 
Soter also struck coins conjointly with Strato III Philopator. 


The absence of a portrait of Strato I linking his middle- 
aged busts with the old-age busts, is indeed significant. If we 
accept the theory of only two kings named Strato, this absence can 
be explained only by assuming a break in the rule of Strato I, for 
a long period of time. The scholars who support the theory of two 
Stratos believe that there was a period in the life of Strato I, when 
he was superseded by some other king(s), and that after some 
fifteen (or more) years, he reasserted his power. Rapson says, “a 
Series of portraits shows Strato ... - aS a youth (Pl. VII. 20), or as 
a bearded man (PI. VII. 21) - and then in advanced old age, with 
toothless jaws and sunken cheeks, both, as the Kharosthi legends 
indicate, reigning alone and in association with his grandson, 
Strato II Philopator (P]. VII. 23). To judge from these portraits, we 
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have here glimpses of a life of more than seventy.”! He states 
that there was a long interval between “the earliest and the 
latest’’!>? portraits, and places in this interval the reigns of 
Apollodotos Philopator, Dionysios, and Zoilos,'? who probably 
belonged to the family of Apollodotos I.'** 


Tarn,!*° however, does not refers to any break in the rule 
of Strato I. Itis Narain who explicitly states that the reign of Strato 
I was not a continuous one, “for his coinage indicates the 
vicissitudes of his career.”!°° On the basis of the study of the coin 
portraits of Strato I, he suggested that Strato I’s reign consisted of 
two phases, with an interval of fifteen or more years between the 
two phases. The first phase, which included the regency of 
Agathokleia, lasted for about thirty-five years. The second phase 
lasted for about five years.'>’ In the interval, which was a long one, 
between the two phases, Narain places the reigns of Apollodotos, 
Zoilos II, Dionysios, and Apollophanes.'** 


Narain also suggests that in the re-establishment of his 
power, Strato I was assisted by Strato II.!°? He further suggests 
that the Saka king Maues “perhaps supported the cause of Strato 
against Apollodotus.”!©° But it must be pointed out that a coin of 
Maues (seated male : elephant) is found to have been overstruck 
by the “seated Apollo : tripod-lebes” type of Apollodotos II,'* 
which shows that Apollodotos must have achieved a victory over 
Maues. The contention that in the reassertion of his power, Strato 
I was helped by Maues, therefore, does not seem to be very 
convincing. | 


An interval in the reign of a king, though not a very 
common occurrence, is not impossible. The statement that the 
Strato who issued the well-struck coins, cannot be identical with 
the Strato who issued the barbarous coins! can easily be refuted. 
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Strato had come to power after a long interval of time. The times 
were turbulent. The internecine warefare'* had exhausted the 
resources of the Greeks. No wonder, the coins struck by Strato I 
in the second phase of his rule are barbarous and crude in nature. 


Moreover, the epithet LQTHP is bore by Strato of the 
well-struck coins, as well as by Strato of the barbarous ones (the 
issues of the senior Strato of these joint coins). Though this 1s no 
definite evidence to establish the identity of the two Stratos, it 
increases the possibility of their being identical. 


We, therefore, find it hard to accept the theory of the 
existence of three kings named Strato, and regard these joint coins 
to have been struck by Strato I and Strato II, as suggested by 
Rapson, Tam, Narain, and others.'!™ 


Cunningham, on the basis of his readings!® of the Greek 
and Kharosthi legends on the joint issues of Strato J and Strato H, 
describes Strato II as the eldest son of Strato I. He translates the 
Greek legend as “of King Straton Soter, the son of Straton,”!® and 
the Kharosthi legend as “of King Straton Soter,the son of, and 
lover of his father, Straton.”'®’ The accuracy of Cunningham’s 
reading might have been suspected, but had never been formally 
disproved, till Ranson did so in 1906.'® Rapson’s suspicion 
regarding the correctness of Cunningham’s readings of the obverse 
and the reverse legends on these coins was aroused by three 
things. In the first place,the obverse and the reverse legends “do 
not correspond to each other, as is regularly the case on the coins 
of this class.’’!® In the second place, the occurrence of the form 
Sampriyapita is very curious. In the third place, the title Rayaraja 
(= BALIAEQY BAZIAEQON), which Cunningham reads in the 
Kharosthi legend, was never bome by any Indo-Greek ruler, and 
its use was confined to the Scytho-Parthian kings.'’? Rapson 
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examined ten silver and five lead coins in the British Museum, and 
concluded that Cunningham’s readings of the legends were 
incorrect. He reads the Greek legendas BACIAEQC CQTHPOC 
CTPATQNC [KAI oIAO]/CTPATQNC, in which he is certain 
that }}:AOITATOPOC or some abbreviation of its was intended, 
but is doubtful about the reading of the traces preceding this word, 
which, he suggests, might have been intended simply for KAI. He 
is, however, quite emphatic in regarding the reading YIOYas 
‘“ampossible”.'”! Thus, according to Rapson, the Greek legend 
does not give us the relationship that existed between Strato I and 
Strato II. 


Here, the Kharosthi legend comes to our help. Rapson 
noticed two varieties of the Kharosthi legend on the joint issues of 
Strato I and Strato II. He reads the first variety as Maharajasa 
tratarasa Stratasa potrasa chasa priyapita-Stratasa,'” i.e., “(The 
coin) of King Strato Soter and ofhis grandson Strato Philopator.”!” 
The second variety of the Kharosthi legend, Rapson gives as 
Maharajanam tratarasa Stratasa p(.)trasa chasa priyapita - | 
Stratasa,'™ where Maharajanam is the termination of the genetive 
plural. In this variety of the Kharosthi legend, there is no vowel- 
stroke in the letter pa of p(.)trasa, but on the basis of the reading 
of this word as potrasa in the first variety of the Kharosthi legend, 
Rapson restores this p(.)trasa as potrasa.'"* On the basis of this 
reading, Rapson says that Strato II was the grandson, and not the 
son, of Strato I,'’° as originally suggested by Cunningham. 


This suggestion of Rapson has been accepted by most of 
the scholars, like Whitehead,'”’ Tarn,'’* and Narain.'”? We would 
also like to add that according to the Greek system of nomenclature, 
the eldest son 1s often named after his grandfather. This fact also 
supports the theory that-Strato IJ Philopator was the grandson of 
Strato I Soter. 
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It is interesting to note that Cunningham had attributed the 
coins bearing the names of Strato Soter and Strato Philopator to 
Strato II alone.'*’ But Rapson, on the basis of the reverse Kharosthi 
legends on these coins, has proved “with absolute certainty, that 
these are not the coins of Strato II Philopator reigning alone, but 
the coins of Strato I Soter reigning conjointly with Strato II 
Philopator.”’®' This is further proved by the fact that these coins 
give the portrait of Strato I, and not that of Strato II, for the coin- 
portrait is that of a “very old man with sunken cheeks”, and has to 
be the portrait of the elder Strato.!* 


We do not know of any coin struck by Strato II Philopator 
alone. While examining the joint coins of the two Stratos, and the 
barbarous coins struck by Strato I alone during the second phase 
of his reign, we noticed that on certain barbarous coins of Strato 
I alone, the face of Strato I seems to be older than that seen on his 
joint issues struck in association with his grandson, Strato JI.!® 
On this basis, we have to conclude that Strato II Philopator might 
have predeceased Strato I Soter, leaving his grandfather old and 
helpless, “to witness the disappearance of the last traces of Greek 
rule in north-west India.”!®* 


HERMAIOS WITH KALLIOPE.!*5 


The coins bearing the conjugate busts and the names of 
Hermaios and Kalliope appear to be entirely different in nature 
from the similar coins issued conjointly by Agathokleia and Strato 
[186 While, as has been seen above, the latter coin-types were 
issued by a queen-regent and her minor son, the former coin-type 
is generally believed to have been issued by a king and his 
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queen, '*’ though there is no definite evidence to prove this. There 
iS no coin-type of Hermaios and Kalliope bearing the name and/or 
bust of Kalliope alone on the obverse.'** Hence, Hermaios and 
Kalliope can only be man and wife.!® 


Though several coin-types issued by Hermaios singly 
have come to light, only one coin-type issued by him conjointly 
with his queen is known so far. 


Oby. : Busts of Hermaios and Kalliope, conjugate and 
diademed, tor. Gr. legend: BAXIAEQY LOQTHPOLX 
EPMAIOY (above) KAI KAAAIOITHY (below). 


Rev. :  King,helmeted,diademed, and panoplied, on prancing 
horse, to r.; spear visible on one side of the horse; bow 
in case onthe other. Kh. legend : Maharajasa tratarasa 
Heramayasa (above) Kaliyapaya (below).'”° 


Silver. Round. (P}. II, 2). 


The coin-type issued by Hermaios and Kalliope is 
interesting because of the reverse device, “king on prancing 
horse”. The figure of a divinity, which generally occurs on the 
reverse side of the Indo-Greek coins, is here conspicuous by its 
absence, and is replaced by this device of “king on prancing 
horse”, which, as has been noticed by scholars,!?! occurs on the 
reverse of some of the silver coins of four other Indo-Greek 
sovereigns - Antimachos II,'”? Philoxenos,'”? Menander II,'”* and 
Hippostratos.'*> This fact, when coupled with another one, that on 
a series of silver issues of Hermaios alone, the device of “king on 
prancing horse” occurs on the obverse, the place usually reserved 
for the royal bust,'”° reveals the importance this device carried for 
Hermaios, and also gives us an idea of the significance of the 
Hermaios - Kalliope issues. 
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Cunningham has suggested that “from the royal horseman 


on her coins”, Kalliope would appear “to have been a descendant 
of the Macedonian Antimachus.”””’ Besides, her coins show her 
as wearing adiadem. So, she musthave been a princess in herown 
right.!°° As such, Cunningham’ s suggestion that the joint coins of 
Hermaios and Kalliope “refer to a royal alliance”, between the 
family of Antimachos, and that of Eukratides, seems to be quite 
convincing, and has come tobe accepted by most of the subsequent 
scholars.!®? Tam, however, adds that “there is no certainty that 
Hermaeus was descended from Eucratides.’”” But still, the 
theory that the rival families of Antimachos and Eukratides were 


united by this marriage-alliance seems to be “very attractive.” 


Returning to the significance of this coin-type, it would 
appear that the marriage with Kalliope was of great political 
significance to Hermaios, and might have led to some acquisition 
of territories to Hermaios. May it be suggested that Kalliope was 
the only issue of her royal father,*°! and after his death, she was the 
only legitimate claimant to the throne of her father’s kingdom ? 
Kalliope, being a woman, ruled her father’s kingdom conjointly 
with her husband, who, it must be made clear. was himself a king. 
Though there is no evidence to prove it, yet this supposition alone 
seems to provide the most logical explanation for the issue of these 
joint coins. Hermaios was the ruler of his own kingdom as well 
as the co-ruler of the kingdom Kalliop2 had inherited from her 
father, while the queen was the co-ruler of the latter kingdom only. 
Hence the name and titles of Hermaios before the name of 
Kalliope, and “king on prancing horse”, the device of the ancestors 


of Kalliope, occur on the reverse of these joint issues. 


But this arrangement could have possibly lasted only for 


a short period of time, for Hermaios is so far known to have issued 
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only one coin-type in association with his queen.*” After 
consolidating his position in the kingdom of Kalliope’s deceased 
father, or after the death of Kalliope, Hermaios began to issue 
coins in his name alone. 


The first issue of Hermaios after removing the name and 
bust of Kalliope would appear to be the one bearing the device of 
“king on prancing horse” on the obverse." The issue of coins with 
this particular device on the obverse seems to have been an 
attempt of Hermaios to make his rule alone acceptable to the 
people of the kingdom Kalliope had inherited from her father, and 
had subsequently ruled as a co-ruler with Hermaios. E.T. Newell, 
though not realising this significance of the “king with prancing 
horse” obverse coins of Hermaios, remarks, that these coins were 
“among Hermaeus’ earlier issues and was soon replaced by his far 
commoner coins adomed with the royal portrait on the obverse.” 


The position of Hermaios must then have become very 
strong in the kingdom of his queen’s father, and it was no longer 
necessary for him to depict the devise of “king on prancing ho. _ :”’ 
to make his rule acceptable to the people there. 


It may be noted in passing that from the features of the 
royal couple on the obverse of the joint issue of Hermaios and 
Kalliope, it stands revealed that by the time of the issue of these 
coins, there was a marked decline in the art of portraiture.*™ 


LYSIAS WITH (?) ANTIALKIDAS”* 


A coin bearing the name of Lysias on the obverse, and that 
of Antialkidas on the reverse, presents a very interesting, but 
difficult problem. The coin-type is being described below. 
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a a 

Obv. : Bearded bust of Herakles, tor.; club over left Shoulder. 
Gr. legend on three sides : BAXIAEQX(1.)ANIKHTOY 
(top) AYXIOY (r.) 


Rev. :  Egg-shaped caps (pile1) of the Dioskuri, surmounted 
by the stars, and two palm branches between. Kh. 
legend : Maharajasa (r.) jayadharasa (top) 
Amitialikitasa (1.).?% 


Copper. Square. (PLII, 3) 


r 


Antialkidas is generally believed to belong to the family 
of Eukratides.”°’ Gardner has expressed the view that because the 
common type of Antialkidas is Dioskuri, and because his portrait 
resembles Heliokles’, Antialkidas has to be placed in the family 
of Eukratides.* He, however, remarks that the connection between 
Antialkidas and Lysias is obscure.2” Scholars are not sure about 
the family of Lysias. Wilson places Lysias in the rival family of 
Euthydemos.*!°Rapson, too, on the basis of the types “bust of king 
wearing elephant’s scalp: Herakles standing”, which were struck 
by Lysias singly, and which is the characteristic type of Demetrios, 
places Lysias in the Euthydemid family.*!! Tam regards Lysias as 
a grandson of Demetrios.*"’ Narain also regards him as a scion of 
the Euthydemid family.?!° 


Lassen, however, places Lysias and Antialkidas in the 
same family.?'* Cunningham also regards the two as belonging to 
the same family, and considers Lysias as the predecessor, and the 
father or elder brother of Antialkidas.?!° Marshall?! and Sircar,2!” 


too, are of the same view. 


On the basis of the coin-types issued by Lysias and 
Antialkidas separately, the view of Tarn and Narain, that 
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Antialkidas belonged to the family of Eukratides, and Lysias to the 
family of Euthydemos, seems to be quite convincing, though not 
final. 


Earlier scholars regarded this coin-type as a joint issue 
and it was generally taken to “denote the association of the 
younger prince in the government”,”'* the ‘younger prince’ in this 
context being Antialkidas, for he occupies the inferior position on 
the reverse side of the coin, and his name and titles are given in 
Prakrit in the Kharosthi script.”’? Rapson notices that on this joint 
issue, Lysias is associated with Antialkidas,”*° but does not 
express any view regarding their relationship. Gardner, too, 
regards it as a joint coin.””! 


Tam, who regards Lysias and Antialkidas as belonging to 
the rival Yavana families of Euthydemos and Eukratides,””? takes 
this coin not as a joint coin,” but as a coin issue by Lysias alone 
and referring to, but not expressing, a rapprochement, “probably 
a treaty of permanent peace,” between the two Yavana factions, in 
view of the Saka menace already coming into view.’” He suggests 
that when Heliokles occupied Bactria, some son of Demetrios 
maintained himself 1n some hill kingdom, and that Lysias, the son 
of this petty prince, enterered into a treaty with Antialkidas and 
became an associate of some sort, though not a sub-king of 
Antialkidas, while he retained his hill kingdom. The coins bearing 
the names of Lysias and Antialkidas, being issued by Lysias 
alone, carry the name of Lysias in Greek on the obverse, though 
Antialkidas was probably the more powerful of the two.’” 


This hypothesis of Tam, though very attractive, is not 
wholly satisfactory. Marshall has remarked,?*° “When a coin 
bears the names of kings without any indication of their relationship, 


it is natural to suppose that the king named on the obverse is the 
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more important and senior of the two. It is hardly credible that a 
local princeling, reigning somewhere in the hills, would have the 
hardihood to relegate the great Antialkidas to an inferior position 
on the reverse of the coins which were struck in the latter’s own 
mint and circulated in his own territories.” 


Whitehead has expressed doubt about this coin being in 
the nature of a joint issue.””’ Narain was the first to express the 
possibility of this coin being a ‘mule’,’”* and he says, “In a period 
when the mints must have frequently passed from one king’s 


possession to that of another, such a ‘mule’ is quite possible.”?”° 


Beside disagreeing with Tarn’s view of a rapprochement 
between the rival Indo-Greek families, he “guesses” from the fact 
that Antialkidas overstruck the coins of Lysias, and Heliokles I], 
those of Philoxenos, that Lysias and Philoxenos had joined hands 
against the family of Eukratides.**° If this suggestion is correct, 
this coin /s most probably a ‘mule’. 


The greatest difficulty in accepting this coin-type as a 
joint issue is that on this coin, the name of Antialkidas, who was 
a ruler far greater than Lysias, occurs in the inferior position on the 
reverse, which scholars find “hardly credible”.”! However, if one 
regards this coin-type to have been issued in the initial days of the 
reign of Antialkidas, when Lysias might have been the more 
powerful of the two, the inferior position of Antialkidas on the 
reverse side of the coin becomes quite understandable. Again, 
there might have been two kings of the name of Antialkidas : the 
first king of this name might not have been very powerful, but the 
second Antialkidas was quite powerful, and it 1s this Antialkidas 
Il who overstruck the coins of Lysias. The king who occupies the 
inferior position on the reverse of the coin -type of Lysias, then, 
might be identified as Antialkidas I. | 
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Antialkidas I] might have been a son or grandson, and a 
successor of the first king of that name. Father and son have been 
known to use the similar coin-type.”” Grandfather and grandson, 
too have been seen to use similar devices on their respective 
coins.”*> Father and son are also known to have assumed similar 
epithets. Both Menander and his son Strato I are known to have 
assumed the titles of DQTHP**4 and AIKAIOX*>. This can 
explain the use, by Antialkidas II, of the coin-type and the title 
Jayadhara of Antialkidas I, which occurs on the reverse of the coin 
in question, if the assumption of the existence of two kings named 
Antialkidas be accepted. 


We would also like to state that two coins of Antialkidas 
inthe Punjab Museum Collection**have in the obverse legend, the 
late forms of the letters 2 and Q2. Whitehead finds this “remarkable 
occurring so early,””°’ and says that these late forms of the letters 
are not found “in this series prior to the well-known copper coins 
of Nikias.””38 May it be suggested that these coins, too, belong to 
the second Antialkidas, and were his latest issues ? 


It is true that on the Lysias - Antialkidas coin , both Lysias 
and Antialkidas are given full royal titles.7” But the same is the 
case with the joint issues of Azes and Azilises.”*° So this is not a 
strong reason for not regarding the coin-type as a joint issue. 
Though the joint nature of this coin-type cannot altogether be ruled 
out, yet Narain’s suggestion that this coin-type is a ‘mule’ is in no 
way less logical. In the present state of our knowledge, it would 
not be justifiable to rule out either of the possibilities. 
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See supra. 

See Rapson, Corolla Numismatica, pp. 252-257; Tarn, GBI, pp. 226, 
317, 323; Narain, /G, pp. 89, 102, 111, 146. 

Simonetta, East and West, 1957, Vol. VIUL, p. 66, fn. 14; Lahin, 
CIGC, pp. 182-84-267; B.N. Mukherjee, JNS/, Vol XLV, p. 39, fn. 4. 
See infra. 

Cunningham reads the legend as in CASE, p. 245; Rapson, however, 
completes it as in Corolla Numismatica, p. 255. 

This is Rapson’s reading, see Corolla Numismatica, p. 253. 
Cunningham, however, reads it as Maharaja rajarajasa Stratasa 
putrasa cha sampriyapita Stratasa. (CASE, p. 246). For 
illustration,see Corolla Numismatica, P|. xii, 12. 

See Corolla Numismatica, p. 254, Pl. xii, 13, 15. 

Corolla Numismatica, p. 257, Pl. xii, 16; PMC, Vol. I, pp. 

81-82, Pl. VIII, 647. 

Supra, Chapter I, n. 132. 

See supra. 

See East and West, 1957, Vol. VIII, p. 66, fn. 14; CIGC, pp. 182-184, 
267; JNSI, Vol. XLV, p. 30, fn. 4. 

CIGC, p. 183, Pl. XXXIE, 8-10. 

CHI, Vol I, p. 499. 

CiGC, p. 182. 

Lbid. 

IG, p. 111. 

CIGC, p. 182. 

THQ, Vol. XXXV, pp. 166-170. 


. CIGC, p. 182. 
. East and West, 1957, Vol. VIM, p. 66, fn. 14. 
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151. CHI, Vol. I, p. 499. 


152. 
153. 
154. 


155. 


156. 
157. 
158. 


159. 
160. 
161. 
162. 
163. 
164. 


165. 
166. 
167. 
168. 
169. 
170. 
171. 
172. 
173. 
174. 
175. 


Ibid. 
Ibid. 


In Corolla Numismatica, pp. 245-258, he, however, notes no break in the 
reign of Strato I. This fact has been noticed by Narain (/G, p. 111). 


GBI. It should be pointed out that Tarn regards Apollodotos IL, 
Dionysios, Zoilos I, and Apollophanes as the sub-kings or successors 
of Strato I, and not as his rivals. See GBI, p. 317. 


IG, p. 111. 
Ibid. 


IG, pp. 145-146, Cf. CHI, Vol. I, p. 499, where these three rulers are 
regarded as contemporaries of Strato [. 


IG, p. 146. 

Ibid., p. 111; also see p. 146. 

JNST, Vol. XVIT, Pt. IT, p. 14, pl. I, 7. 

Simonetta, East and West, 1957, Vol. VIII, p. 66 fn. 14. 

The warfare with Apollodotos, Zoilos II, Dionysios, and Apollophanes. 


Could it be that Strato I was the father of Menander, and Strato II, a son 
of the latter; and the Strato on the joint issues with Agathokleia was 
Strato II ? 


See supra ns. 135, 136 above. CASE, pp. 245-246, 257-258. 
CASE, p. 257. 

Ibid. 

Corolla Numismatica, pp. 252-258. 
Corolla Numismatica, p. 253. 

Ibid. 

Ibid., p. 255. 

[bid., p. 253. 

Corolla Numismatica, p. 253. 
Ibid., p. 254. 

Ibid. 


187. 


188. 


189. 


190. 


191. 
192. 
193. 
194, 
195. 
196. 
197, 
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Ibid. 

PMC, Vol. I, p. 81, fn. 1. 
GBI, pp. 226, 317, 323. | 
IG, pp. 89, 146. 

See CASE, pp..257-258. 


Corolla Numismatica, p. 254. 


. Tbid., pp. 254-255. 
. Compare C/GC, Pl. XXXII, 8 with /G, Pl. HH, 12. 
. Cf. Narain, /G, p. 146. 


See Prashant Srivastava, JNSI, Vol.LII, pp. 45-47. 


See supra. The Hermaios - Kalliope coins might be compared with the 
Chandragupta J - Kumaradevi type of the Imperial Gupta series. See 
infra. Chapter V. 


See CASE, Part I, pp. 24-25; CHI, Vol. I, p. 493; GBI, pp. 246, 337; 1G, 
pp. 157, 161-162; Lahin JNSI, Vol. XXXIX, pp. 73-75. 


It was the coin-types bearing the name and bust of Agathokleia on the 
obverse that have helped us in establishing her as the mother of Strato 
I. 


Cf. the jugate busts of Heliokles and Laodike on the commemorative 
medals struck by Eukratides, infra, chapter VI. 


PMC, Vol. I, p. 86, Pl. [X, 693; BMC, GSKBI, p. 66, Pl. XV, 9, 10; IMC, 
Vol. I, p. 31, PI.VI, 11, JNSI, Vol. VIEL, Pt. I, p. 59, Pl. IV, 13. 


See JNSI, Vol. XXXIX, pp. 73-74, p. 74, fn. 1. 
See CIGC, Pl. VI, 10. 

Ibid., Pl. XXVII, 3. 

Ibid., Pl. XXVI, 10. 

Ibid., Pl. XXII, 8. 

Ibid., pp. 140-141, Pl. XXI, 9. 


CASE, p. 94. We shall like to point out that in CASE, Part I, p. 25, 
Cunningham writes that Kalliope was connected “with the Macedonian 
dynasty of Antialkidas.” This mistake has been pointed out by Lahin 
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198. 


205. 


(see JNSI, Vol. XXXIX, p.74, fn. 3). But Antialkidas here seems to have 
been a (printing ?) mistake, and actually Antimachos must have been 
implied, for on CASE, p. 94, Cunningham clearly states that Kalliope 
was a descendant of Antimachos. The mistake might have crept in due 
to the similarity in the beginning of the two names Antimachos and 
Antialkidas. 


Tam, GBI, p. 337. 


Rapson, CHI, Vol. I, pp. 493, 505; Tam, GBI, p. 337; Narain, /G, pp. 161- 
62. 


GBI, p. 337, and fn. 5. 


The line of Antimachos seems to end with Hippostratos. See/G, p. 181, 
Chart. 


Itmay, however, be pointed out that as a suitable coin-type denoting this 
arrangement could not be conceived, this one type was used over a long 
period of time, if indeed this state of affairs lasted for a long time. 


CIGC, pp. 140-141, Pl. XXI, 9. 
NNM (American Numismatic Society), No. 82, p. 89. 
JNST, Vol. I, Pt. I, p. 59. 


20Sa. Prashant Srivastava, BMAUP, No. 45-46, pp. 81-85. 


206. 


207. 


208. 
209. 
210. 
211. 
212. 
213. 
214. 


CASE, p. 198, Pl. VIII, fig. 4; BMC,GSKBI, p. 166, Pl. XXXI, 2; CIGC, 
p. 148, PILXXIII, 13. 


CHI, Vol. 1, p.504; Tarn, GBI, p. 314; Narain, JG, p. 102; Wilson, Ariana 
Antiqua, p. 276. This conclusion is drawn on the basis of the type “pilei 
of the Dioskun”, characteristic of the family of Eukratides. 


BMC,GSKBI, p. xxxiv. 

Ibid. 

Ariana Antiqua, pp. 268-269. 
CHI, Vol. I, p. 504. 

GBI, p. 314. 

IG, pp. 102. 115-116. 


Lassen places Lysias after Antialkidas. See Bactrian and Indo 
Scythian Coins, English Translation, p. 131. 
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233. 


234. 


NC, Vol. VII, 1843, p. 175; CASE p. 211. | 
Taxila, Vol.I, pp. 36-37. He regards Lysias as the father of Antialkidas. 


AIU, p. 116. He expresses the possibility of Lysias’ being the father of 
Antialkidas. He places Lysias’ reign between those of Heliokles and 
Antialkidas. 


CASE p. 211. 

Ibid. 

CHI, Vol. I, p. 504. 
BMC,GSKBI, Pp. XXXIV. 
GBI, p. 314. 


Narain, /G, p. 116, and fn. 3, seems to misunderstand Tam, and says that 
Tarn takes it as a “joint issue”. 


GBI, p. 315. 

GBI, pp. 314-15. 

Taxila, Vol. I, p. 36. 

NC, 1947, pp. 32-33. 

IG, p. 116. 

Ibid. 

IG, p. 117. 

Marshall, Taxila, Vol. I, p. 36. 


Compare Menander’s coin No. 373, PMC, Vol. I, p. 54, with Strato I’s 
coin No. 355, ibid., p. 49. 


Compare Euthydemos I’s coin no. 16, PMC, Vol.I, p. 12, with Euthydemos 
II’s coin no. 34, ibid., p. 15. 


PMC, Vol. I, p. 54, nos. 373-480 (Menander) and ibid. pp.50-51, nos. 
360-62, 366-69 (Strato I). | 


PMC, Vol. I, p. 59, no. 481, p. 65, no. 515 (Menander) and ibid., p. 49, 
no. 355, p. 50, no. 359 (Strato I). 


PMC, Vol. I, p. 33, no. 172, Pl. III, 172, and p. 36, no., 212, Pl. IV, 212. 
lbid., p. 33, fn. 1. 
lbid. 
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239. Lysias is BAZIAEQE ANIKHTOZ and Antialkidas is Maharaja 
jayadhara. 


240. The obverse legend is BAZIAEQE BAXIAEQN MEFAAOY AZOY 
and the reverse legend is Maharajasa rajarajasa mahatasa Ayilisasa. 
(See PMC, Vol. I, p. 132.). 


2 


JOINT COINS OF THE 
SCYTHO-PARTHIAN RULERS 


Of far greater importance, and interest, are the joint issues 
of the Scytho-Parthian rulers of India. The normal issues of these 
Scytho-Parthians give us an idea of the extent of their sway, or to 
some extent, their approximate dates. But to reconstruct a 
chronology of the Scytho-Parthian rule in India, their joint issues 
are our only source material, especially when the coin-legends 
mention the relationship between the two kings issuing the coins 
conjointly. When the legends of these joint coins do not mention 
any relationship between the two rulers issuing the coins conjointly, 
itis generally supposed that the ruler occupying the obverse side, 
l.e., the side with the Greek legend, is the father or senior partner 
of the other ruler occupying the reverse, i.e., the side with the 
Kharosthi legend.' 


The joint coins we propose to study here bear the names 
of Vonones, Spalahora (Spalyris), Spalagadama, Spalirises, 
Maues, Azes, Azillises, Orthagnes, Gondopheres, Guda, and 
others. Of these names, Vonones, Orthagnes, and Gondophernes 
are unmiStakenly Parthian, while the names like Spalahora, 
Spalagadama, Spalirises, Maues, Azes, and Azillises are typically 
Scythian. However, itis quite clear from their coins that Spalirises, 
Whose name is evidently of Scythian origin, was a brother of 
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Vonones, a man who is of Parthian origin.” Again, on the joint 
coins of Vonones and Spalahora,’ the latter is mentioned as 
Maharajabhrata, “king’s brother’. Sircar* states that Spalirises 


> &% 


and Spalahora might have been Vonones’ “step-brothers by the 
Scythian wives of his (Parthian)father.” As such, Thomas’ 
observation’ that “It would seem probable that the tribes from 
eastern Iran who invaded India included diverse elements 
mingled indistinguishably together, so that it is not possible to 
assert that one dynasty was definitely Parthian while another was 
Saka,” seems to be quite logical. Hence we have used the term 


Scytho-Parthian throughout this study.° 


We shall now describe the Scytho-Parthian joint issues. 


VONONES WITH SPALAHORA 


TYPE | 

Obv. : King, holding couched spear, on horseback to r. 
Gr. legend : BALIAEQY BAZIAEQN 
MET AAOY ONONOY. 

Rev. : Zeus, radiate, standing facing; holding thunderbolt 
inr. hand; leaning on Sceptre in]. hand.Kh. legend: 
Maharajabhrata dhramikasa Spalahorasa.' 

Silver. Round. (Pl. II, 4) 

TYPE 2 

Obv. Herakles, standing facing; crowns himself with 


r. hand; in 1. hand, holds club and lion’s skin. Gr. 


legend, as on Type 1. 
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Rev. Helmeted Pallas standing to 1.; holds shield and 
spear in |. hand; r. hand raised, holding wreath; 
sword at the waist. Kh. legend, as on Type 1.3 


Copper. | Square. (Pl. Uf, 5). - 


On the joint issues of Vonones and Spalahora, the former 
is given the lofty title of BALIAEQE BALIAEQN METAAOY 
and his name occupies the obverse (Greek) side of the coin, while 
the latter is merely the “King’s brother’, has no royal title, and his 
_ name occupies the less significant reverse (Kharosthi)side of the 
coin .? As such, Spalahora must have served under his brother, 
Vonones, as subordinate ruler.!° 


VONONES WITH SPALAGADAMA 


TYPE 1 

Oby. King on horse, r.; holding couched spear. Gr. 
legend : BAXIAEQE BALIAEQN METFAAOY 
ONQNOY. 

Rey. Zeus, radiate, standing facing; thunderbol in r. 
hand; long sceptre in 1. hand. Kh. legend: 
Spalahora-putrasa dhramikasaSpalagadamasa.'! 

Silver. Round. (Pl. II, 6). 

TYPE 2 | 

Oby. ; Herakles, standing facing; crowns himself with r. 


hand; holds club and lion’s skin 1n 1. hand. Gr. 
legend : as on Type 1 


Rey. Helmeted Pallas standing to |.; holding spear and 
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shield in |. hand; r. hand extended; sword at the 
waist. Kh. legend, as on Type 1.'*_ 


Copper. Square. (PL.II,7). 


Just like the joint coins of Vonones and Spalahora, on 
these joint issues, the name of Vonones, and his imperial titles, 
occupy the obverse, while the name of Spalagadama, the son of 
Spalahora,’ occupies the reverse side of the coin, Spalagadama 
is described simply as “son of Spalahora”’, and he is given no royal 
titles. Hence, he, too, served under Vonones as a subordinate 
ruler.’ 


SPALYRIS WITH SPALAGADAMA 


Oby. King on horseback, to r.; holding spear. Gr. 
legend: 

CIT AAYPIOC AIKAIOY AAEA®OY TOY BACIAEQc. 

Rev. Herakles, naked but diademed, seated to |. on 


rock; club in r. hand, and resting on knee; |. hand 
resting on rock on which he is seated. Kh. legend: 
Spalahora-putrasa dhramiasa Spalagadamasa.'* 


Copper. Square. '® (Pl. I, 8). 


It seems that at some stage the father and the son, both 
were subordinate to Vonones at the same time, for they are known 
to have issued joint money as subordinate rulers, as seen above 
here. 


We would like to point out that Spalyris is generally taken 
to be the Greek form of the name Spalahora."’ 


The other thing worth notice on this coin-type 1s that here, 
neither Spalyris nor Spalagadama take full royal titles. Spalyris 
(= Spalahora) is simple “brother of the king” and AIKATOZX, while 
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Spalagadama is “son of Spalahora and dhramia. It is, therefore, 
evident that both Spalyris (= Spalahora) and Spalagadama were 
subordinate rulers,'* serving, most probably, under Vonones. 


From another coin, we learn of another brother of Vonones, 
name Spalirises. 


Obvy. King, holding couched lance; seated on horseback 
to r. Gr. legend : BACIAEwC AAEA®OY 
CITAAIPICOY. 

Rev. Zeus, radiate, standing facing; holds thunderbolt 


in r. hand; leans on long sceptre in |. hand. Kh. 
legend : Maharajabhrata dhramiasa Spalirisasa.'” 


Silver. Round. (Pl. Il, 9). 


The king mentionedhere is generally taken tobe Vonones.” 
It seems that Spalirises began his career as a subordinate ruler, 
serving under his brother, Vonones,*” for these coins are certainly 
satrapal coins. Here, Spalirises is merely “King’s brother’. He 


has no title alluding to royalty. 
VONONES WITH AZES (7?) 


Acoinin the Indian Museum Collection! is of considerable 
interest. E. Thomas”? described this coin as “Vonones and Azas, 
unpublished type; obv. Hercules with club; rev. Panther as inA.A., 
vu. 8, but in the reverse direction, in fair order.” Cunningham, 
following Thomas, ascribed this coin jointly to Vonones and Azes, 
and described it as follows : “Herakles standing to front, 1. hand 


holding club, r. hand on hip. 
BAXIAEQY BAXIAEQN METAAOY ONQON OY 
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Rev. Maneless lion walking to 1. Mon. No. 2 Arian 
legend, Rajadirajasa Mahatasa Ayasa.””’ (PI. 
Hil, 1). 


He, therefore, regards Vonones as the supreme sovereign of Azes. 


Smith is, however, of the view that the attribution suggested 
by Thomas and Cunningham is erroneous,”‘and ascribes this coin 
to Maues.”> According to him, Rapson, too, regards it as an issue 
of Maues, similar to the British Museum Catalogue of the Greek 
and Scythic Kings of Bactria and India, P\. XV1,5. Smith says, 
“the imaginary association of Azes I with Vonones ... disappears 
from history.” Whitehead agrees with the view of Smith.°B.N. 
Mukherjee, too, regards this as a mistake committed by 
Cunningham, and supports Smith’s attribution of this coin to 
Maues.?’ 


Interestingly, Herzfeld** mentioned this coins as a joint 
issue of Vonones and Azes. Commenting on this, Tarn says” that 
this coin “cannot show that Vonones was Azes’ suzerain, for 
Azes’ title Great King of Kings forbids the supposition.*° I do not 
know where, or what, the coin is, but it naturally suggests a coin 
overstruck by Azes at a later date.” 


But we think that in view of the above discussion, Tarn’s 
opinion that this coin is an overstrike, 1s untenable, as is also the 
attribution of this coin to Vonones and Azes together, proposed by 
Thomas and Cunningham. The coin has to be attributed to Maues, 
and hence, Cunningham’s statement on this basis that Azes 
“acknowledged the supremacy of Vonones”*! does not appear to 
be acceptable. 


SPALIRISES WITH AZES 
TYPE 1 
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Obv. King on horseback to r.; holds couched lance. Gr. 
legend : 


BACIAE@C MEFAAOY CII AAIPICOY.” 


Rev. Zeus, radiate, standing facing front; leans on long 
sceptre, which is held in 1. hand; thunderbolt in r. 
hand. Kh. legend : Maharajasa mahatakasa 
Ayasa.» 


Sliver Round. (Pl. III, 2). 


It may be remarked here that neither Spalirises, nor Azes 
I, uses the title of BAXIAEQ® BAZIAEON, “king of kings”, 
implying supreme royal status, on this coin.** As such, there might 
be some truth in the suggestion* that these joint coins were struck 
probably in the life-time of Vonones, when both Spalirises and 
Azes I were subordinate rulers, “both of them bearing the 
subordinate or viceragal title ‘Great King’.’° 


Marshall is, however, of the opinion that by assuming the 
title of “Great King”, and sharing it with Azes I, Spalirises was 
“announcing the fact that Vonones’ overlordship was at an end.””? 
In our view, a more sober stand will be that Spalirises had not 
thrown off the yoke of Vonones’ supremacy altogether, but had 
become bold enough to assume the title of “Great King”. This step 
was indeed of great significance, for neither Spalahora nor 
Spalagadama, the viceroys of Vonones, had assumed the title of 
“King” let alone of “Great King”. 


TYPE 2 

Oby, King on horse back to r.; whip over shoulder; 
ankuSa 1n hand. Gr. legend, as on Type 1. 

Rey, Bow and arrow tor. Kh. legend, as on Type 1.*8 


Copper. Round. (PI. III, 3). 
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The Aya of the reverse of these coins is taken as Azes I, 
with the exception of Rapson, who identifies this Ava with Azes 
II.°? We shall return to this point later.” 


MACHENES WITH MAUES 


Maues was one of the greatest Scytho-Parthian rulers, 
whose coins seem to be concentrated mostly in North-western 
India. Quite recently, a coin struck by Maues conjointly with a 
female named Machenes, has come to light.*! 


Obv. : Enthroned female sitting to r.; sceptre (?) in 1. 
hand; r. hand extended to r. Gr. legend : 
BAXIAIZZHY SEOTPOTIOZ MAXHNHE (in 
exergue). : 

Rey. : Zeus standing to |.; sceptre in 1. hand; Nike on 
outstretched r. hand; Kh. legend : Rajatirajasa 
mahatasa Moasa.*"* 


Silver. Round. (Pl. Ill, 4). 


The female figure on the obverse might be that of Machenes 
herself, or that of some goddess. This goddess might be the Lunar 
deity, who figures on the obverse of some coins of Maues.” If the 
figure is not that of Machenes, it is most likely to be that of the 
Lunar goddess, for B.N. Mukherjee sees in the name of the queen 
a probable reference to the moon.” 


Who was this Machenes ? That at the time of the issue of 
the joint coin, she held a position superior to that of Maues in the 
administration, seems evident from the occurrence of her name in 
Greek on the obverse. G. Le Rider regards her as the wife of 
Maues.** However, as pointed out by B.N. Mukherjee, “mere 
marital relationship with Maues would not have necessitated the 
appearance of the name of queen (without being accompanied by 
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that of her husband) in the Greek coin-legend.”*’ Of course, such 
would probably have been the case if we presume that Machenes 
was a queen in her own right, and that Maues was a commoner, 
who had become king only after marrying Machenes. But we have 


no evidence to show that this had been the case. 


In our view, the occurrence of the name of Machenes in 
Greek on the obverse side of the coin can conveniently be 
explained by presuming that she was the mother of Maues, who 
had taken up the reins of government in her own hands after the 
death of her husband, because her son was still a minor at the time 
of the death of his father.*° We have seen a similar case in the coins 
struck conjointly by the Indo-Greek sovereign Agathokleia and 
Strato I,*7 which were issued at a time when Agathokleia was 
acting as aregent after the death of her husband, Menander, while 
her son, Strato I, was a minor. Interestingly, the observe legend 
on this Scytho-Parthian joint coin 1s exactly the same as the legend 
BAXIAIXZHZY GEOTPOTIOY ATAGOKAEIAY occurring on the 


obverse of some of the joint coins of Agathokleia and Strato I.* 


B.N. Mukherjee, on the basis of the square forms of 
omicron and sigma occurring in the Greek legend of the joint issue 
of Machenes and Maues, suggests that this coin may be dated in 
the closing years of the reign of Maues, or even after his death, and 
regards Machenes as a queen of post-Maues period.” However, 
to us, the square forms of the Greek letters do not seem to be a 
convincing evidence to date the coins precisely.°° Moreover, as the 
hoard in which the present coin was found contains the coins of 
Vonones with Spalahora, and of Maues alone, and no coins of 
Azes I, who is known to have succeeded Maues,”! we would like 
to place this joint coin in the initial years of the reign of Maues, 
when he was a minor, and his mother governed the kingdom on his 
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behalf as queen-regent. 
AZES I WITH AZILISES 


Azes I 1s know to have issued coins in association with 


Azilises, who is generally supposed to be a son of Azes I.” 


Oby. King on horseback to r.; holds couched lance. 
Gr.legend: BALIAEQXY BAXIAEQNMETAAOY 
AZOY. 

Rey. Goddess standing to |.; lamp (or brazier) in r. 


hand; filleted palm in |. hand. Kh. legend : 
Maharajasa rajarajasa mahatasa Ayilisasa.> 


Silver. Round. (P). Til, 5) 


It must be remarked here that the identity of the goddess 
on the reverse side of this coin is very uncertain. H. H. Wilson 
identifies her with Victory, while. Gardner suggests her 
identification with a city-deity. Cunningham hestitatingly suggests 
that this deity might be Demeter, or Tyche.™ 


From these coins, it is quite clear that probably towards 
the close of his reign, Azes I reigned in association with Azilises>. 


AZILISES WITH AZES II 


Azilises, in his turn, struck coins in association with Azes 


II, in all probability, his son.* 


TYPE 1 

Oby. King on horseback to r.; holds spear. Gr. legend : 
BAXIAEQL BAXIAEQN METAAOY 
AZIAIZOY 

Rev. Pallas hurling thunderbolt; stands to 1.; shield on 


l. arm. Kh, legend : Maharajasa rajarajasa 
mahatasa Ayasa.”’ 
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Silver. Round. (Pl. IE, 6). 
TYPE 2 
Obv. King mounted on horse to r.; holds whip (bow*® 
2). Gr. legend : BAZIAEQY.....MHTAAOY 
| AZAIZOY 
Rev. :  Diademed Zeus Nikephoros, standing facing 1.; 


long sceptre in hand. Kh. legend : Maharajasa 


rajarajasa mahatasa Ayasa.”° 


Silver. _ Round. (Pl. TI, 7). 
TYPE 3 ) 
Obv. Herakles standing facing; crowns himself with r. 


_ hand; club and lion’s skin in|. hand. Gr. legend on 
three sides :BAXIAEQS BAXIAEQN METAAOY 
AZIAIZOY. 


Rev. Horse walking r. Kh. legend on three sides : 


Masarajasa rajarajasa mahatasa Ayasa.© 
Copper. Rectangular. (PI. III, 8). 
Just like his father, Azes, I, Asilises, probably during his 


last years,°' associated in government his son, Azes II,” as can be 


seen from these coin-types. 


We would, at the cost of repetition, restate the evidence 
and the inference. From the fact that on some coins, the name of 
Azes occurs in Greek on the obverse, and that of Azilises (Ayilisa) 
in Kharosthi on the reverse,“ and on other coins, the order is 
reversed,” it has been conjectured that were two kings bearing the 
name of Azes. Of these the elder Azes, or Azes I, associated in 
£0vernment his son Azilises, and that the latter, towards the close 


of his own reign, associated in government his own son, the 
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younger Azes, 1.e., Azes II.© 


The theory of the existence of two Azes was strongly 
opposed by Whitehead®*and Altekar.© A. Simonetta has, however, 
criticised the view of Altekar, and supported the existence of two 
Azes.®’ Whitehead is of the opinion that as the “best didrachms of 
Azes compare unfavourably with the fine silvercoins of Azilises”, 
Azilises might have preceded Azes, and if so, then “we must have 
Azilises I and Azilises II, instead of Azes I and Azes II.’ 
However, the coins of Azilises do not show any great difference 
in style and execution, and cannot be regarded as the issues of two 
rulers. On the contrary, the coins bearing the name of Azes show 
great divergence as regards the style and execution. Some Azes 
coins, having “King mounted with spear’ obverse are well executed, 
and are of better metal than those Azes coins having “King 
mounted with whip” obverse, which are of debased metal. This. 
difference in style, execution, and metallic contents of the Azes 
coins is taken by Rapson as an evidence of the existence of two 
Azes.’° The better coins have been attributed to Azes I, and the 
baser ones to Azes II."! The latter group is also linked by its types 
to the issues of Gondophernes and his associated rulers, who are 
supposed to have followed Azes II. Jenkins has given several 
examples of this fact.’* The Zeus Nikephoros type of Azes II”? was 
copied by Sasan.”* The Pallas to right type of Azes II’° was copied 
by ASpavarman’*and Gondophernes”’. The Poseidon type of Azes 
II’”® was copied from those of Gondophernes.”” 


Sten Konow was earlier of the view that there was only 
one Azes,* but later, he accepted the theory of the existence of two 
Azes.®! The stratified evidence of the Azes coins from TaksaSila 
also supports the existence of two kings bearing the name of 
Azes®™, The occurrence of the early form of the Kharosthi sa on 
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the coins of Azes found in the lower strata, when compared with 
the occurrence of the later form of the same letter in the Azes coins 
from the upper strata, also indicates the existence of two Azes.® 
Moreover, the coins of Azilises themselves show no debasement. 
So the debased Azes coins cannot be placed before him.” 


It may also be suggested that there was only one king 
named Azes, who ruled twice, with quite a long interval between 
the two phases of his reign, and during this interval, Azilises was 
reigning as the supreme monarch with Azes as his junior co-ruler. 
It might have been that Azes had associated in government a 
person named Azilises, who later usurped power, and removed 
Azes to the position of a junior co-ruler, while he himself became 
the supreme ruler. After an interval of several years,®° Azes, 
either after the death of Azilises or after dethroning him, again 
emerged as the supreme monarch. This might account for the 
great diversity in style and execution of the coins bearing the name 
of Azes. The debasement in the metal of the coin might have been 
due to financial difficulties that Azes had to face in the second 
phase of his reign, for the struggle against Azilises must have 
affected the treasury.® The well executed Azes coins were found 
in the earlier strata at Taksasila because they belonged to the 
earlier phase of his reign, while the crude and debased coins of 
Azes were found in the later strata there because they belonged to 
the later phase of his rule. This would explain the difference in the 
form of the Kharosthi letter sa on the coins of Azes found in 
different strata. 


But there are two difficulties in accepting this theory. The 
theory, if accepted, would necessitate an exceptionally long life- 
Span for Azes to accommodate the two phases of his reign along 
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with the long reign of Azilises in the interval between the two 
phases of Azes’ rule. Moreover, it 1s less likely that a person 
(Azilises), who had dethroned his own overlord (Azes), and 
occupied the position of supreme sovereign, would permit the 
latter, who could prove a constant source of danger to his position, 
to exist, and that too, as a co-ruler.®’ 

Thus, the most logical view seems to be that there were 
two kings bearing the name of Azes, viz., Azes I and Azes II, who 
ruled before and after Azilises, respectively. 

AZES II WITH INDRAVARMAN 

Azes II, after becoming king, is not known to have struck 
any coins conjointly with any of his relatives. But he struck some 
coins with an Itravarman ( Indravarman), son of Vijayamitra. 
Oby. King on horse to r. Quite illegible Gr. legend. 
Rey. Armed Pallas standing to r.; wields spear and 

shield in 1. hand; r. hand extended. Star and 

“Buddhist symbol” to 1. Kh. legend : 

Vijayamitraputrasa Itravarmasa apracharajasa.® 
Copper. Round. (Pl. Til, 9, 10). 

That this Itravarman is the same as Indravarman, the 
father of Strategos ASpavarman who later issued coins in 
conjunction with Azes II," is beyond doubt.” According to B.N. 
Mukherjee,” traces of the word Azzou ( Azzaou Azou), i.e., “of 
Azes’’, may be read in the obverse Greek legend on at least two 
coins bearing the name of Indravarman on the reverse.”* This Azes 


must be Azes II, as is evident from the obverse device.” 


Thus, following B.N. Mukherjee’s reading of the name of 


Azes II on the obverse, Azes II must have issued coins in 
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association with Indravarman, and then with his son, ASpavarman, 
probably after the death of Indravarman. Indravarman must have 
served under Azes II as a subordinate ruler,” and was followed by 


his son. 


AZES Il WITH ASPAVARMAN 


Oby. King seated on horse to r.; holds whip; bow 
behind back to r. Gr. legend : BAZXIAEQX 
BAXIAEQN MEFAAOY AZOY 

Rev. : Armed Pallas standing to r.; holds spear, and 


shield in 1. hand; r. hand extended; star and 
symbol. Kh. legend : /ndravarmaputrasa 


ASspavarmasa Strategasa jayatasa.” 
Copper. Round. (Pl. IV, 1). 


From these coins, it becomes evident that Azes II first had under 
him Indravarman, and then the latter’s son, ASpavarman.”° While 
we do not know exactly what office Indravarman held under Azes 
II, on his coins, ASpavarman is explicitly mentioned as Stratega 
( Greek Strategos), 1.e., the commander-in-chief of the Imperial 
forces. ASpavarman is the only strategos known so far from 
coins.”’ 


ORTHAGNES WITH GONDOPHERNES AND GUDA 


Another king of Parthian origin is Gondophernes. He 
Struck several joint coins in association with Orthagnes, Guda, 


ASpavarman, Sasan, Sapedana, and Satavastra. 


On some coins, the name of Orthagnes appears on the 
obverse, and the names of Gondophernes and Guda together on the 
reverse, showing that Orthagnes, whose name occupies the obverse 
or the more important side, was the reigning sovereign, and that 
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Gondophernes and Guda, who are mentioned on the reverse side 


of the coin, occupied a subordinate or viceregal position in his 


administration. It 1s rather surprising that how it could have been 


suggested that Orthagnes was a successor of Gondophernes.”* 


TYPE 1 
Oby. 


Diademed bust of king, to |. Gr. legend : 
BACIAEYC BACIAEWN METAC 
OP@AT NHC. 


Nike, holding palm and wreath; stands to r. Kh. 
legend : Maharajasa rajatirajasa mahatasa 


Gudapharasa Gadana.” 


Round. 


As the obverse of Type 1. 
As the reverse of Type 1, but Kh. legend : 


Maharajasa rajatirajasa mahatasa Gudapharasa 


Gada.! 
Round. (Pl. IV, 2). 


As the obverse of Type 1. 


As the reverse of Type 1, but Kh. legend : 
Maharajasa rajatirajasamahatasa Gudapharasa 


Gadanasa.'"! 


Round. 


As the obverse of Type 1, but Gr. legend : 
BACIAEYC BACIAEWN MErAC OP@AT'N 
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Rev. As the reverse of Type 3. ' 

Copper. Round. 

TYPE 5 

Oby. As the obverse of Type 1, but Gr. legend 
BACIAEYC BACIAEWN MEIAC OP@AIN. 

Rev. ; As the reverse of Type 1, but Kh. legend : 
Maharajasa rajatirajasa mahatasa Gudapharasa 
Gadana.'® 

Copper. Round. 


It must be remarked here that we have several variants of the 
names of both Gondophernes and Guda in the reverse legends of 
the various coins of this series. Gudaphara has been written as 
Gudavhara, and Guduphara. Guda, likewise has been seen written 
as Gadana, Gada, Gada, Guda, Gudana, Gudana, Gadana, 
Gudana.!™ 


It is seen that except in Type 3 of these coins, the name of 
Guda is always in the nominative. Also, on all these coin-types, the 
titles on the reverse are in genitive singular, and qualify only 
Gondophernes, as his name appears immediately after these titles. 
As such, Guda is given no title on these coins. From this, it can be 
surmised that Gondophernes was associated with Orthagnes as 
viceroy, and that Guda was junior to Gondophernes in 
administration. !” 


ORTHAGNES WITH GONDOPHERNES ALONE (?) 


Only one coin-type, believed to have been issued by 
orthagnes with Gondophernes alone, is known so far. Here, too, 
the name of Orthagnes occupies the obverse side, and that of 
Gondophernes, the reverse side. 
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Oby.  : Diademed bust of king 1.; wears torquis. Gr. 
legend: 


BACIAEYC BACIAEWN METAC OP@ATNHC. 


Rev. Nike with wreath and palm, to r. Kh. legend : 
Maharajasa rajatirajasa mahatasa Gudaphara 
sagaba,'° 

Copper. Round. (Pl. IV, 3). 


The Kharosthi legend on the reverse of this coin-type is 
based on the reading of Cunningham. Sagaba he takes to mean 
Sagarbha (=Brother). It could, however, be Gudapharasa Gada. 
If so, this coin is not a joint issue of Orthagnes with Gondophernes 
alone, but of Orthagnes with Gondophemes and Guda together. It 
must be pointed out that the Kharosthi letter ba is quite similar to 
the Kharosthi letter da.'!°°* Moreover the titles of Gondophernes 
are in the genetive (sa), but if we accept Cunningham’s reading, 
the name of Gondophernes is in the nominative. However, if we 
read this legend as Maharajasa rajatirajasa mahatasa 
Gudapharasa Gada, the whole legend pertaining to Gondophernes 
becomes in the genitive, and conforms to the Kharosthi legend on 
Type 2 of the joint coins of Orthagnes with Gondophernes and 
Guda. This reading seems to us more convincing. As such, we 
have no joint issues of Orthagnes with Gondophernes alone. 


GONDOPHERNES WITH ASPAVARMAN 


It is interesting to note that ASpavarman, who served 
under Azes II as strategos,'°’ also served under Gondophernes in 
the same capacity, as is evident from their joint issues. 


Oby. ; King on horseback facing |.; r. hand extended. 
Gondophernes symbol in front of horse. Corrupt 
and only partly legible Gr. legend, mentioning 
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See a are 
Gondophernes.' 

Rev. Zeus, standing facing r.; r. hand extended; in 1. 
hand holds a long sceptre. Kh. legend : Jayatasa 
tratarasa (r.) Indravarmaputrasa (1.) Strategasa 
(above) ASpavarmasa (below).'” 


Billon. — Round. (Pl. IV, 4). 


That Gondophermes succeeded Azes II 1s clear from these 
coins, for ASpavarman is Seen to have served first under Azes II, 
and then under Gondophernes."'” Gondophermes seems to have 
dissociated himself from Orthagnes in the lifetime of the latter, 
after succeeding Azes II. After this dissociation, Orthagnes 
seems to have conferred the viceroyalty of Arachosia, where 
Gondophernes had previously been ruling together with Guda as 
the viceroy of Orthagnes, upon Guda alone, for we have coins 
bearing the name of Orthagnes on the obverse, and that of Guda 
alone on the reverse.'!? | 


ORTHAGNES WITH GUDA ALONE 


Obyv. Diademed bust of king to 1. Gr. legend : 
[BACIAEWC BACIAEWN] METAAOY 
OPOATN[HC] | 

Rev. Nike, holding palm and wreath; stands to r. Kh. 


legend : Maharajasa rajatirajasa mahatasa 
Gadranasa.'* 


Copper. Round. 
GONDOPHERNES WITH GUDA 


Gondophernes issued coins 1n association with Guda 
also. 


Oby. Diademed bust of king to 1. Gr. legend : 
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BAZIAEWE BAZIAEWN [MEFAAOY] IN- 
AY (E) PPOY 


Rev. : Nike, standing facing r. Kh. legend : Maharajasa 
Gadana nisadasa hinasa vanidasa javati 


devavrata.‘“ 
Copper. Round. 


The royal titles of Gondophemes in the obverse legend show that 
he was the supreme sovereign at this time.'!° These coins make 
it clear that although after Gondophernes had dissociated himself 
from the administration of Orthagnes, Guda had taken over as the 
viceroy of Orthagnes in Arachosia, after some time, perhaps after 
the death of Orthagnes, he seems to have transferred his ey 
from Orthagnes to Gondophermes.!!° 


GONDOPHERNES WITH SASAN 
Joint issues of Gondophernes and Sasan are also known. 


TYPE 1 


Obv.  : Diademed king on horseback to 1.; Gondophernes 
symbol in field. Corrupt and meaningless Gr. 
legend. 

Rev. : Bearded and partly naked Zeus standing facing r.; 


r. hand raised; in |. hand, a long sceptre. Kh. 
legend: [Rayara]-yasa Apratihatachakrasa 
Devavratasa Sasasa (only traces of the last word 
visible).'!” 


Copper. Round. (Pl. [V, 5). 
TYPE 2 | 


Obv. King on horseback tor.; r. arm extended. Corrupt 
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and illegible Gr. legend. 


Rev. : Zeus Nikephoros standing facing |. Kh. legend: 
Maharajasa rajatirajasa devavratasa 
Gudupharasa Sasasa.'"* 


Billon. | Round. (Pl. IV, 6). 

TYPE 3 

Obv. As the obverse of Type 2. Jumbled Gr. legend : 
“ ATIAWINN LENTVEV” 

Rev. Zeus Standing facing r.; r. hand extended. Kh. 


legend : “Maharajasa Mahatasa Tradatasa 
Devahadasa Gadapharasa Sasasa’’.'" 


Copper. Round. (Pl. IV, 7). 


Smith is of the opinion that Sasasa on these coins is an 
epithet.'!2° Gardner does not discuss it. Cunningham regards it as 
aname.'*! Whitehead,'** too, seems to be inclined to take the term 
as a name. 


This Sasan was a nephew of ASpavarman, for on some 
coins, he is referred to as “son of the brother of ASpa[varman]”. !224 
He appears to have succeeded ASpavarman. But as he is not 
known to have assumed the title of strategos, we are not certain as 
to what office he held under Gondophernes.'”? But that he served 
under Gondophernes and then, under Pakores, is certain.'™ 


TYPE 4 

Oby. As the obverse of Type 2. Gr. legend: 
“BACIAEYO...ACOY”.'* 

Rey, Zeus Nikephoros standing facing front. Kh. 


legend: “Maharajasa rajatirajasa mahatasa 
dhramikasa Gudupharasa Sasasa”.'*° 
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Copper. Round. (Pl. IV, 8). 


On this coin-type, the name of Sasan occurs on the 
obverse also, probably with that of Gondophemes. This shows 
that Sasan was becoming powerful and bold enough to introduce 
his own name with that of Gondophernes on the obverse. 


GONDOPHERNES WITH ABDAGASES (7) 
Rapson considers the following coin-type as suggesting 


that Gondophemes struck coins conjointly with his nephew, 
Abdagases.!?? 


Oby, ; King on horseback to 1.; Gondophernes symbol. 
Gr. legend: (TY NAIDEPO AAEAQI [AEwC] 
Rev. Zeus standing facing r. Kh. legend: 


Gudapharabhrata-putrasa maharajasa tratarasa 
Avadagasasa.'*® 


Silver. Round. (Pl. IV, 9). 


Rapson says that Abdagases uses no imperial title on this coin, 
and hence, this coin should refer to his subordinate rule under 
Gondophernes. '”? 


This coin, however, does not seem to be ajoint issue. The 
coin legends - obverse and reverse - only mention and indicate the 
relationship that existed between Gondophernes and Abdagases.*° 
Rapson, however, seems to be right in suggesting that Abdagases 
struck these coins while ruling as a subordinate of Gondophemes, 
for he has assumed no imperial titles on this coin.'*! He is only 
Maharaja and tratara.'3? It must also be remarked that 
Gondophemes, too, has been given no title, imperial or otherwise, 
on this coin-type.'*? The coins on which Abdagases is given the 
imperial titles of Maharaja rajatiraja,’** might have been struck 
after the death of Gondophernes. But here, too, he is “nephew of 
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Gondophernes”. He seems to have taken pride in proclaiming this 
relationship. 


GONDOPHERNES SYMBOL WITH SAPEDANA 


Gondophernes is also known from some coins discovered 
at TaksaSila to be associated with his governors, Sapedana and 


Satavastra. 

TYPE | 

Oby. Bust of king to 1., displaying diadem and beard; 
Gondophernes symbol 1n |. field. Corrupt Gr. 
legend : “... HAQN BACIAH...” 

Rev. Nike standing to ].; wreath and palm branch in 
hand. Kh. legend : Rajarajasa tratarasadhramiasa 
Sapedanasa (in exergue).'*° 

Silver. Round. (PI. V, 1). 


According to Rapson,'*¢ the portrait on the obverse of this 
coin is that of Gondophernes. Marshall,’°*’ however, points out 
that the portraits on the coins of Sapedana, as also on those of 
Satavastra,'** bear no resemblance to the known portraits of 
Gondophermes as seen on his own coins, nor do they resemble 
each other. As such, the portraits given on the coins of Sapedana 
and Satavastra must be regarded as the portraits of the respective 
princes themselves. An examination of the photographs of the 
coins '*? makes us to subscribe to the view of Marshall. The 
peculiar symbol of Gondophernes, seen on the coins of both 
Sapedana and Satavastra, however, leaves little doubt regarding 
the connection of these two princes with Gondophernes or his 
successors.'*? But could the occurrence of the Gondophernes 
symbol alone with the names of Sapedana and of Satavastra make 
these coins joint issues? 


62 Aspects of Ancient Indian Numismatics 


As pointed out by Rapson,’"’ the title of “King of Kings” 
assumed by Sapedana is “only one degree inferior to the most lofty 
title assumed by Gondophernes, viz., ‘Great King, Supreme King 
of Kings’,”!** thus showing that Sapedana acknowledged the 
suzerainty of Gondophernes merely nominally. !*° | 


TYPE 2 


Oby. Bust of king to 1.; wearing headdress. Gr. legend 
illegible. Gondophemes symbol! in 1. field. 

Rev. As the reverse of Type |. Kh. legend blurred.'“* 

Silver. | Round. (Pl. V, 2). 


Marshall remarks that the portrait given on this coin is 
different from the one given on our Type 1.'* B.N. Mukherjee,'*° 
however, ascribes this coin to Gondophernes. Whitehead seems 
to read the name on the reverse of this coins as Aga ... (?).!”7 


GONDOPHERNES SYMBOL WITH SATAVASTRA 


Satavastra is seen to assume the title of “Great King” 
only. 
Oby. : Bust of king*to 1.; displaying short beard. Gondophernes 
symbol in 1. field. Corrupt Gr. legend : “QCCAYOA...” 


Rey. Nike standing to r.; holds wreath and palm 
branch. Kh. legend : “...rasa Satavastrasa 
Maharajasa.”* 


Silver. Round. (Pl. V, 3). 


Satavastra, too, seems to be practically independent, and to have 
acknowledged the suzerainty of Gondophernes only nominally.'” 


PAKORES WITH SASAN (?) 


Pakores, believed to be a successor of Gondophernes, 
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appears to have issued coins in association with Sasan, for the 


portrait on the coins bearing the Gondophemes symbol on the 
obverse, and the name of Sasan on the reverse, is believed to be 
that of Pakores.'*° Marshall, however, remarks that the portrait is 
that of Sasan himself.'°! 


Obv. ‘i Bearded bust of king to 1.; wears crown bearing 
Gondophernes symbol. Same symbol visible in 
1. field also. Corrupt Gr. legend: “N... 
CHOH.....CIA..”. 


Rev. : Nike standing to 1.; wreath in outstreched r. 
hand; plam branch in 1 hand. Kh. legend: 
Maharajasa ASpabhataputrasa tratarasa 
Sasasa.'>? 


Silver. Round. (Pl. V,4). 


If Marshall’s identification of the portrait on this coin with 
that of Sasan himself 1s correct, we have no evidence of any coin 
struck conjointly by Pakores and Sasan. He, however, admits that 
these coins may have been issued by Sasan in the reign of 
Pakores.'*3 Therefore, according to Marshall, Sasan first served 
under Gondophernes, under whom his uncle, ASpavarman, had 
also served as strategos, and then under Pakores, a successor of 
Gondophermes. 


Later, either during the lifetime of Pakores, or after his 
death, Sasan seems to have asserted independence, and emerged 


aS Supreme ruler, as is evident from some coins struck by him. 
Oby. King mounted on horse. Illegible Gr. legend. 


Rey. Zeus, Standing; sceptre in hand. Kh. legend : 
Maharajasa...vasa —_apratihatachakrasa 


devavratasa Sasasa.'* 
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On the basis of the reverse legend, Whitehead suggests 
that at the time of the issue of this coin, Sasan was the sole and 
supreme monarch.'** The independent rule of Sasan seems to have 
been very short, and lasted no more than a few months.}%° 

We shall now attempt to reconstruct the chronology of the 
Scytho-Parthians primarily on the basis of these joint issues. 

There are reasons to believe that Mithradates I of Parthia 
was successful in annexing Arachosia and the lower Indus 
regions.!°’ The Parthian rule, however, did not last long,'°* thus 
leading to the establishment of independent or quasi-independent 
states in this Indian borderland. | 


The earliest Scytho-Parthian ruler of the former 
eastemmost part of the Parthian empire was Vonones. The 
antecedents of Vonones are not known. Cunningham had put forth 
the theory that Vonones was a lieutenant of Maues, the leader of 
the Sakas, left behind in Seistan to govern the region when Maues 
himself pushed forward from Seistan into India. Later, either 
Maues himself installed Vonones as the king of Seistan, or 
Vonones rebelled against Maues, and declared himself the supreme 
sovereign in Seistan.!*? 


Tarn is of the opinion that Vonones was “the Suren, or 
rather the ruler of the Suren’s realm, for the time being”.'® He says 
that the Suren who had won the battle of Carrhae for the Parthian 
emperor Orodes II, had been executed at the order of the emperor, 
and that Vonones was either a kinsman of the Suren given the 
charge of the East, or an usurper. '*! Thus, Tarn regards Vonones 
as a vassal of the Parthian emperor Orodes II. Later, he asserted 
independence, and assumed the title of Great King of Kings”’.'© 


A similar view has been expressed by A Simonetta.'® 
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B.N. Mukherjee is of the opinion that it 1s possible that 
Vonones’ family had come to Arachosia during one of the Arsakid 
invasions, and that Vonones himself, and his ancestors, had 
probably served under the Arsakids. But, if Vonones was ever a 
vassal of the Arsakids, at some stage of his career, he had shaken 
off the yoke of Arsakid supremacy, for at the time of the striking 
of these pieces, he was the sole sovereign, as is evident from his 
titles BAXIAEQY BAXIAEON METAAOY.'® 


Cunningham’® suggests that Vonones, after the death of 
Maues, remained in Seistan, and governed the eastern parts of his 
dominions through viceroys.'® B.N. Mukherjee is, however, of 
the opinion that while the rule of Vonones and his associates in 
Arachosia is certain, “the theory of their presence in Seistan and 
some other localities 1s not proved either by their coin-types or by 
the discovery of a large number of their coins in each of these areas 
or by any other reliable source.”!®’ He also suggests that Arachosia 
was the “chief centre of rule” of the family of Vonones, a fact 
Supported by the contents of coin-hoards from Chaman (near 
Kandahar) and Mir-Zakah (near Ghazni).'® 


No coin bearing the name of Vonones alone has been 
discovered so far.'°** However, his name occupies the place of 
honour on the coins of Spalahora!®*’ and Spalagadama.!® As seen 
earlier,'’’ both Spalahora and Spalagadama bear no royal titles on 
these coins, and hence, must have ruled as viceroys of Vonones. 
From the use of Kharosthi script on the reverse side of the coins 
of both Spalahora and Spalagadama struck in association with 
Vonones, it can be inferred that they ruled over Arachosia, the 
region to which the use of this script was confined."”! 


That at some stage in their career, both Spalahora and 
Spalagadama ruled conjointly as subordinate rulers under Vonones 
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is proved by the discovery of the joint issues bearing the name of 
Spalyris (= Spalahora) on the obverse, and that of spalagadama on 
the reverse.!’2 


On the coins bearing the name of Spalahora, he is described 
as Maharajabhrata'™ and AAEA®OY TOY BAXIAEQ2'”* ice., 
“brother of the king”. On this basis, Rapson,'” and several other 
scholars regard Spalahora as the brother of Vonones, and the 
former’s son, Spalagadama, as the nephew of Vonones. 


Tarn is, however, of the opinion that neither Spalahora nor 
Spalagadama, were actually related to Vonones, as he was a 
Parthian, and Spalahora and Spalagadama, Scythians. He says 
that Spalahora used the title of “King’s brother” as a title of 
honour, a title which had long been in use in the Hellenistic courts, 
and had been adopted from there by the Parthians.'”° Marshall 
supports the view of Tarn!” as regards the real implication of this 
title of “King’s brother.” 


However, as Stated earlier,'’® Sircar seems to be right in 
suggesting that Spalahora and Spalirises might have been step- 
brothers of Vonones, the sons of Vonones’ Parthian father through 
Scythian wives.'” As such, the title of “brother of the king” might 
not have been merely an honorific title, but actually implied that 
Spalahora and Spalirises were brothers of Vonones. 


Another brother of Vonones, 1.e., Spalirises, also served 
under him in the capacity of a subordinate ruler, for we have 
certain Satrapal coins of Spalirises, referring to him as “brother of 
the king”, without giving any royal title to Spalirises.'*° Just like 
his brother Spalahora, Spalirises, too, at one stage in his career, 
ruled conjointly with his son, Azes I,'*'both serving under Vonones, 
the Great King of Kings, as subordinate rulers. This fact is 
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vouched for by the joint issues bearing the name of Spalirises on 
the obverse, and that of Azes on the reverse. ‘2 


A. Simonetta, however, regards Spalyris and Spalirises 
as vassals of Maues.'*® He arrives at this conclusion because of (a) 
the description of Spalyris as the borther of the king on the joint 
issues of Spalyris and Spalagadama, (b) the absence of Vonones’ 
name from the legends on this coin-type, (c) the identity of this 
coin-type with some types of bronze issues of Azes I and of 
Azilises, and (d) the description of Spalirises as brother of a king. 
“These arguments,” as B.N. Mukherjee points out, “are hardly 
convincing.”’'** First, the name of the overlord is not always 
mentioned on the coins of his subordinate rulers.'*° Secondly, if 
the name of Vonones is not mentioned on these coins, the name of 
Maues, too, is absent from the coin-legends. Thirdly, the similarity 
of this coin-type with the types of Azes I and of Azilises is no 
positive proof of the identity of the “king” mentioned on the coins 
of Spalyris and Spalagadama with Maues.!*° And lastly, on the 
joint issues of Vonones and Spalahora,'®’ and of Vonones and 
Spalagadama, the overlord is most certainly Vonones himself. 
Therefore, there can be no doubt that both Spalyris and Spalirises 
were vassals of Vonones. 


As no coin bearing the name of Vonones alone has come 
to light so far, it seems that he did not have a very long reign as the 
supreme sovereign, and his brother, Spalirises succeeded him as 
“Great King of Kings”.!*8 


That this succession was not a peaceful one, seems to be 
proved by some overstruck coins. One type of copper coins of 
Spalirises as the “Great King of Kings” is found overstruck on a 
joint issue of Vonones and Spalahora (or Spalagadama),'® and 
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also on a joint issue of Spalyris and Spalagadama.'” The 
overstriking of these coins of Vonones, and of his subordinate 
rulers, Spalahora and Spalagadama, by Spalirises seems to indicate 
that Vonones was probably overthrown by his brother, Spalirises, 
who also removed from power Spalahora and Spalagadama, who 
seem to have remained loyal to the cause of Vonones even after the 
usurpation of his throne by Spalirises.’”! 


We see Spalirises as supreme sovereign in Arachosia. 
His son Azes I is, however, known to have succeeded not 
Spalirises in Arachosia, but Maues in India,'”’ for his coins have 
been found in large numbers in the Punjab, and are very scarce in 
Arachosia.’*> Smith suggests that perhaps after the death of 
Spalirises, Mithradates II, the Parthian emperor, suppressed the 
independence, or semi-independence, of the Scytho-Parthians, 
and deprived of Arachosia, Azes I succeeded Maues in India.” 
We, however, wish to suggest that probably the rule of Spalirises, 
who had in his veins Scythian blood mixed with the Parthian,!* 
was resented by the people of Arachosia, even more so because he 
had usurped the throne from Vonones, who appears to have been 
of pure Parthian blood, and some Parthian of pure btood, probably 
some ancestor of Orthagnes, or Orthagnes himself, overthrew 
Spalirises in Arachosia.'*© Azes, forced by these hostile 
circumstances, was obliged to leave Arachosia,and come to India, 
where he established his own empire after Maues. These Indian 
territories might have._passed from Maues to Azes I peacefully, or 
he might have had to wrest them from Maues, or one of his 
successors, 1.e., if Sten Konow’s assumption that Azes I came to 
power a few years after the death of Maues, is correct. 


To us, it seems to be more likely that Azes I seized the 
Indian territories from Maues himself, because the coins of 
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Maues, we believe, show a decline in the power of this ruler 
towards the end of his reign. Earlier, it was believed that the coins 
of Maues bearing the legend BALIAEQY MAYOY’*” belong to 
the initial years of his reign, when he was perhaps a feudatory of 
the Great King of Kings in Arachosia, and that later he asserted his 
independence, his independent status being depicted by his coins 


bearing the legends BAXIAEQY BAXIAEQN METAAOY 
MAY OY, and Rajatirajasa mahatasa Moasa.'* 


SW However, with the discovery of the coin of Maues struck 
in association with his mother, Machenes,!” it has become known 
that Maues was “Great King of Kings” even during his minority. 
To us, it seems that towards the end of his reign, Maues had to face 
the invasion of Azes I, who had had to flee from Arachosia 
following the overthrow of his father, Spalirises.?” Azes I seems 
to have emerged as the Victor in this struggle with Maues, and to 
have allowed Maues to rule for some time as a subordinate ruler. 
It was during this pertod of subordinate rule that Maues issued the 


coins with the subordinate title of BAZIAEQZ only. 


Rapsonis of the opinion that Vonones was a contemporary 
of Azes I and Azilises,*°! and that the Azes who has been found to 
be associated with Spalirises on their joint issues was Azes II.?°* 
This is, however, not possible. The Azes on the joint coins of 
Spalirises and Azes has to be identified with Azes I. The most 
important evidence supporting this identification has been provided 
by two overstrikings. Jenkins°? has shown that a type of Azilises 
(King mounted, with spear : Lamp Goddess) is overstruck on a 
type of Spalirises as king (King mounted, with spear : Zeus) and 
also ona type of Azes 2“ (King mounted, with spear : Zeus). These 
Overstrikings prove that Azilises was preceded by both Spalirises 
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and Azes I. Hence, the Azes associated with Spalirises has to be 
identified as Azes I. 


Then again, as Marshall points out,” the figure of Zeus 
on the silver coins of Vonones with Spalahora, of Vonones with 
Spalagadama, of Spalirises, of Spalirises with Azes,] and of Azes 
alone, is very peculiar, with its head bent sideways and downwards, 
and pressed into the shoulders, with the left elbow bent at a sharper 
angle, and is unlike the figure of the deity on any other coin of the 
Greeks and the Scytho-Parthians. Hence, it “mustalmost certainly 
be the work of one and the same engraver.” Marshall says, “Had 
Rapson’s sequence of rulers (viz., Azes I, Azilises, Vonones, 
Spalahores, Spalagadames, Spalirises, Azes II) been correct, it is 
obvious that the same Zeus ought to have been found on the issues 
of Azilises, from which it is entirely absent.’° If, however, we 
take the sequence of rulers as Vonones, Spalahora, Spalagadama, 
Spalirises, Azes I, Azilises, and Azes II, the absence of the 
peculiar figure of Zeus from the coins of Azilises can be explained 
by presuming that the engraver responsible for these figures died 
some time during the reign of Azes I.”° Similar is the case with the 
copper coins.”°’ The copper coins of Vonones with Spalahora, and 
of Vonones with Spalagadama, bear on the obverse a well executed 
figure of Standing Herakles, facing front, crowning himself with 
right hand, and holding club and lion’s skin in left hand.*° The 
copper coins of Spalahora with Spalagadama, of Azes, and of 
Azilises, bear on the reverse a very crude figure of seated 
Herakles, supporting club on knee.” If Rapson’s sequence of the 
Scytho-Parthian rulers is correct, it would mean that Azes I and 
Azilises introduced the inferior type of seated Herakles; that 
Vonones with Spalahora and Vonones with Spalagadama replaced 
it by the superior type of standing Herakles; and that Spalyris with 
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Spalagadama again reverted to the inferior type. This, to Marshall, 
is “quite inexplicable proceeding.”?!° However, if we accept that 
Azes I followed Spalirises, it is perfectly logical that Vonones 
with Spalahora, and Vonones with Spalagadama, used the superior 
type of standing Herakles, then Spalyris with Spalagadama had to 
use an inferior type of seated Herakles, probably due to want of 
skilled engraver, and then this inferior type was followed by Azes 
I and Azilises.'! As such, it is almost certain that the Azes 
associated with Spalirises was Azes I, and not Azes II, and this 
sequence has now been accepted by most of the scholars.?!”. 


Some coins bearing the name of Azes on the obverse, and 
that of Azilises on the reverse,*!> show that at some stage in his 
career, - most probably during his last days - Azes I had associated 
in government, Azilises,*!* presumably his son.?!> A thing to be 
remarked here is that both Azes I and Azilises bear the full royal 
title of “Great King of Kings” on this coin. As such, Azilises does 
not appear to be a mere subordinate ruler. He seems to have been 
aco-ruler. Azes I, being the elder (the father), however, occupies 
the obverse, the place of honour.?!° 


Similarly, most probably in the closing years of his own 
reign, Azilises had associated in government, another Azes, 1.e., 
Azes II,*!” again, presumably his son,”8 and as they both bear the 
title of “Great King of Kings”, Azes II was probably a co-ruler of 
Azilises, but being the younger (the son), occupies the reverse, or 
the less important side of the coin. 


After becoming an independent ruler, Azes II is not seen 
to have issued joint coins with any of his relatives. He, however, 
Struck coins in association with Indravarman,’” and with 
ASpavarman, the son of Indravarman.”” As stated earlier, though 
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ASpavarman is explicitly mentioned on his coins as the strategos, 
1.€., commander-in-chief of the imperial forces of Azes II, yet we 
do not know what office his father, Indravarman had held under 
that ruler. It, however, seems to be quite likely that he, too, was 
a Strategos of the emperor. 


While Azes II was ruling in India, Orthagnes, who appears 
to be a successor of Spalirises, or of the person who overthrew 
Spalirises,”’ was ruling over Arachosia through his subordinate 
rulers, Gondophernes and Guda.?” We have several coin-types 
mentioning Orthagnes as the senior ruler on the obverse, and 
Gondophernes and Guda as subordinate rulers on the reverse ?” 


Cunningham is, however, of the opinion that Orthagnes 
was not the overlord of Gondophernes, but a successor of the 
latter.224 Smith?25 and Whitehead 226 support this view of 
Cunningham. E. Herzfeld has identified Orthagnes as an unnamed 
son of Vardanes, who rose against Vologases (I), and on the basis 
of the similarity between these joint issues of Orthagnes with 
Gondophernes and Guda, with the coins of Pakores, the successor 
of Gondophernes, has suggested that these joint coins were issued 
in the closing years of the reign of Gondophernes, when he was 
obliged to serve under Orthagnes.”** B.N. Mukherjee, however, 
shows that “the alleged similarity between the coins concerned 
does not warrant the conclusion to which E. Herzfeld arrived.”””’ 
He shows that the similarity between the coins of Orthagnes with 
Gondophemes and Guda, and of Pakores is “not supported by hard 
facts”?*8 He also points out that it is not certain who among 
Pakores, Abdagases, and Sasan was the immediate successor of 
Gondophermes.”” B.N. Mukherjee also does not accept that 
Gondophernes, after having ruled as a supreme sovereign, was 
demoted to the position of a subordinate ruler towards the close of 
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his career. There is, indeed, no evidence - numismatic or otherwise 
-tc corroborate this. Again, according to B.N. Mukherjee. 
Gondophemes’ reign ended some time after A.D. 46, while 
Vardanes (= father of Orthagnes, according to E. Herzfeld) rose to 
power in A.D. 55-58.” As such, the theory put forth by E. Herzfeld 
is untenable. 


D.W. MacDowall,? on the basis of the weight standard, 
coin-portraits, and mint-marks, on the coins of Orthagnes with 
Gondophernes and Guda, has tried to place Orthagnes some time 
after Gondophemes, and he identified the Gondophernes of these 
coins with a second ruler of this name.?? B.N. Mukherjee has 
shown that this is not possible,”** and that the Gondophemes of the 
coins concerned has to be identified with the first ruler of this 
name. He has also shown the flaws in the arguments of 
MacDowall.”* : 


Allan,?** like Cunningham, Smith, and Whitehead, regards 
Orthagnes as the successor of Gondophernes. He suggests that 
the joint coins of Orthagnes with Gondophernes and Guda show 
that Orthagnes was not a predecess“r and overlord of 
Gondophernes, but the latter’s governor, probably in the closing 
years of the reign of Gondophernes.”” But, as stated earlier, the 
superior position of Orthagnes at the time of the issue of the joint 
coins is proved by the occurrence of his name in Greek on the 
obverse of these coins. 


Incidently, Sten Konow and J.E. van Lohuizen-De Leeuw 
are of the opinion that the names Orthagnes and Gondophernes 
refer to one andthe same person. Konow suggests this on the basis 
of the fact that the titles of same import are ascribed to both of them 
on their joint issues.** Van Lohuizen-De-Leeuw regards Orthagnes 
and Gondophernes as identical because their names mean almost 
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the same.**? These arguments are hardly convincing.**° Again, van 
Lohuizen-De-Leeuw, on the basis of the alleged similarity between 
the coins of Orthagnes with Gondophernes and Guda, and those of 
Pakores, wants to place these coins bearing the three names in the 
last years of Gondophernes.™! But we have already seen that such 
a theory seems to be untenable. 


Thus, Rapson’s theory that Orthagnes was the supreme 
ruler of Arachosia, under whom Gondophernes acted as a 
subordinate ruler there, seems to be the most acceptable.””” 


As Orthagnes’ viceroy in Arachosia, Gondophernes had 
under him, a subordinate named Guda,”” who is mentioned along 
with Gondophernes on the reverse of the joint issues. This Guda 
seems to be the same as Gad,’ the brother of Gondophemes, “the 
King of India”, mentioned in the Syriac version (circa middle of 
the third century A.D.) of the Apocryphal Acts of Judas Thomas the 
Apostle. According to this version, St. Thomas was Selected tc 
preach Christianity in India, but he was unwilling to come to this 
country. At this, Christ appeared before him in human form, and 
sold St. Thomas to an Indian merchant, Habban, who had gone 
there at the command of King Gondophernes to bring him a skilled 
carpenter. On his arrival in India, St. Thomas was ordered by 
Gondophernes to build him a palace, but he spent the king’s money 
in charity. The enraged king put him into prison. While he was in 
prison, Gad, the brother of Gondophernes, died, and on reaching 
heaven, he saw the heavenly palace built by St. Thomas for 
Gondophemes through charitable works. Gad was subsequently 
restored to life, and on returning to the earth, he told the story of 
the palace in heaven to the king. Gondophernes and Gad were both 
converted to Christianity. 


- In India, Azes II was followed by Gondophernes, for coins 
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show that ASpavarman, who had served as strategos under Azes 
II,served under Gondophemes in the same capacity,**° and that 
Gondophernes was also served by Sasan, the nephew of 
ASpavarman?"’ 


Rapson?*”* and Sten Konow”™ apparently believed that 
Gondophernes succeeded Azes II peacefully in North-western 
India. There is, however, no evidence to suggest that there existed 
any cordial relations between Azes II and Gondophermes.™? It is 
quite possible that Gondophernes acquired the Indian territories of 
Azes II by force.?*° | 


On succeeding Azes II in India, Gondophernes seems to 
have dissociated himself from the administration of Arachosia,”*! 
and also to have asserted his independence, probably immediately 
after the conquest of North-wester India.?In this period, we must 
place the issue of Orthagnes with Guda alone.*® It appears that 
when Gondophemes severed his relations with Orthagnes, the 
latter nominated Guda to succeed Gondophemes as the viceroy of 
Arachosia. The Arachosian types of Gondophermes alone, on 
which he bears royal titles,** indicate his sole authority over 
Arachosia. He seems to have either succeeded Orthagnes peacefully 
in that region after the latter’s death, or to have conquered the 
region from Orthagnes, or his successor.* When Gondophermes 
established his sway over Arachosia after the temporary 
dissociation, Guda, who had been serving under Orthagnes as his 
viceroy, transferred his allegiance to Gondophernes,”** which fact 
is shown by the joint issues referring to Gondophernes as “Great 
King of Kings” on the obverse, and Guda as “Great King, the 
victorious general, etc.,”’*>’ on the reverse.**® 


Gondophernes governed his extensive dominions through 
subordinate rulers. Of these, we already know of ASpavarman. 


76 Aspects of Ancient Indian Numismatics 


Another subordinate ruler seems to be Abdagases, the nephew of 
Gondophernes. This Abdagases is know to have issued coins as 
“son of the brother of Gondophernes”,**’ without himself taking 
any imperial titles. As Abdagases is apparently taking pride in 
prorlaiming himself the nephew of Gondophernes, and is also not 
taking any imperial titles himself, it would seem that Gondophemes 
was Still the reigning monarch at the time of the issue of these 
coins, and that Abdagases was serving under him as a viceroy or 
sub-king.”° 

Some coins discovered during the excavations at Taksasila 
bring to light the names of two subordinate rulers, Sapedana and 
Satavastra.”© If one accepts Rapson’s identification of the portraits 
on the obverse of the coins of these two princes as that of 
Gondophernes,”® there remains little doubt that the two princes 
were subordinate rulers, serving under Gondophernes. But if, as 
suggested by Marshall ** and Whitehead 7°, the portraits on the 
coins of Sapedana and Satavastra are those of the individual 
princes themselves, they might or might not have served under 
Gondophernes. Their connection with the family of Gondophermes 
is, however, proved by the occurrence of the peculiar Gondophernes 
symbol on their coins.”°°. If we accept Marshall’s suggestion that 
Sapedana and Satavastra were the successors of Sasan,”*’ 
Gondophernes could not possible have been their overlord. As 
suggested by Rapson,”® the title “King of Kings” (rajaraja) 
assumed by Sapedana on his coins shows that he acknowledged 
the supremacy of his overlord merely nominally. 


It is not known for certain who succeeded Gondophernes 
after his death. We know the names of three rulers who seem to 
have been his successors, viz., Abdagases,”© Pakores, and Sasan.?” 
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They might have succeeded him one after the other. It is equally 
possible that after the death of Gondophernes, his vast dominions 
were Split up, and that Abdagases, Pakores, and Sasan ruled over 
different parts of the empire simultaneously. 


Rapson, on the basis of some coins with Gondophernes 
symbol and the portrait he believes of Pakores””' on the obverse, 
and the name of Sasan on the reverse, suggests that Sasan, after 
the death of Gondophernes, served under his successor, Pakores.””” 
But, Marshall*”? and Whitehead?” are of the opinion that the 
portrait on this coin is not of Pakores, but of Sasan himself, and, 
hence, we know of no definite connection between Pakores and 
Sasan.2’5 Marshall, however, is of the opinion that Sasan was a 
subordinate ruler under Pakores, but who, for all practical purposes, 
was an independent ruler.’ We can, however, see no reason for 
regarding Pakores as the overlord of Sasan. The coin in question 
might have been issued even in the life-time of Gondophernes. We 
have already seen earlier that Sasan, even during Gondophernes’ 
reign, was becoming bold enough so as to introduce his own name 
in Greek in the obverse legend, probably after the name of his 
overlord.2”” On the coins under consideration, he seems to have 
removed the name of Gondophernes from the reverse legend, and 
also probably from the obverse legend; to have introduced his 
portrait on the obverse; but to have retained the Gondophernes 
symbol on the obverse as a sign of the acknowledgment of 
(nominal) suzerainty of his overlord. It appears that immediately 
after the death of Gondophernes, Sasan asserted his independence, 
and established himself as a sovereign ruler, a fact vouched for by 
his coins referring to him with imperial titles.?” 


Thus, it appears, that after the death of Gondophernes, his 
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vast empire disintegrated, paving the way for the establishment of 
Kus4na supremacy in North-western India.?” 


JOINT COINS OF SAKA KSATRAPAS HAGANA AND 
HAGAMASA OF MATHURA 


Copper coins bearing the name of the Saka Ksatrapa 
Hagamasa of Mathura have been found from that region.” As 
regards Hagana, the only coins known for the king are those which 
he struck in association with Hagamasa. The coin-type may be 
described as follows : 


Obyv. A peculiar vajra (?) symbol in vertical position, 
on the r.; some indistinct symbols on top and 
bottom. Brahmi legend : Khatapana Hagdanasa 


Hagamasasa,**' in three lines. 
Rey. Standing horse to 1.78 
Copper. Round. 


According to Smith, on the obverse of one coin,” there is 
a female figure at the top, parallel with the legend.7** However, this 
is most probably traces of some indistinct symbol, as suggested 
by K.D. Bajpai.?° On some coins, there is a tree-like symbol 
under the legend.”®* On a joint issue of Hagana and Hagamasa 
published by K.D. Bajpai,”*’ there is the figure of the front of an 
animal (deer ?) at the bottom on the obverse. The first line of the 
Brahmi legend on this coin reads Khatapasa. 


As the name of Hagana occurs in the obverse legend of 
these joint coins before the name of Hagamasa, it 1S certain that 
Hagana was the senior of the two.”** Hag4na is generally believed 
to be the elder brother of Hagamasa.”” 
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Vol. I, p. 39, fn. 1. 


See tbid., p. 39, no. 11. 


PMC, Vol. I, p. 93. 


He informed us of his view in a personal communication. 
Sakastan, p. 92. 
GBI, p. 344, fn. 2. 


But cf. the joint coins of Azes I and Azilises (PMC, Vol. I, p. 132) where 
both of them are “Great King of Kings”. 


CCS, p. 5. 
Whitehead draws attention to the first letter in Spalinses’ name, which 


“seems to foreshadow the use of the new letter p. (sh) on the coins of 
Kaniska.” See PMC, Vol. I, p. 144, fn.1. 


PMC, Vol.I, p. 144, Pl. XIV, 395; BMC,GSKBI, p. 102, Pl. XXII, 3; CCS, 
p. 37, PI.IV, 11. 


On some coins issued by Spalirises (PMC, Vol. [, p. 144, Pl. XIV, 397) 
he has used this title, thereby proclaiming himself as the supreme 
sovereign. 
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35. 


36. 


4a. 


42. 
43. 


Rapson, CH/ Vol. I, p. 517. Tarn GBI, p. 346, fn. 3, thinks that this is 
possible. 


Marshall (Taxila, Vol. II, p. 776) is of the view that Spalirises assumed 
the title of Basileus after asserting independence, and that the joint coin 
of Spalinses and Azes was struck after this event. 


Taxila, Voll. p Si. 


PMC, Vol.1, p. 144, PL. XIV, 396; BMC, GSKBI, p. 102, Pl. XXII, 4; CCS, 
p. 37, PI. IV, 13. 


CHI, Vol. I, pp. 517, $18. 
See infra. 


G. Le Rider, ‘““Monnaise de Taxila et d’ Arachosie, une nouvelle reine de 
Taxila” in Revue des Etudes Grecques, 1967, Vol. LXXX, pp. 331 ff., 
referred to by B.N. Mukherjee, JNSI, Vol. XLV, p. 27 ff. 


JNSI, Vol. XLV, p. 27, Pl. IV, 6. Cf. the obverse and reverse devices of 
a coin of Maues, PMC, Vol.I, p. 98, Pl. X, 4. The reverse legend on this 
Punjab Museum coin is exactly the same as that on the joint issue of 
Machenes and Maues. The obverse legend on the Punjab Museum coin 
is the Greek version of the Kharosthi legend here. 


PMC, Vol. I, p. 99, Pl. X, 13. 
JNSI, Vol. XLV, p. 30, and fn. 2. 


‘Monnaise de Taxila et d’Arachosie, une nouvelle reine de Taxila’”’ in 


Revue des Etudes Grecques, 1967, Vol. LXXX, __ p. 339, referred to 
by B.N. Mukhere, JNS/, Vol. XLV, p. 29. 


JNSI, Vol. XLV, p. 29. 
B.N. Mukherjee suggests that Machenes might have been Maues’ 


mother. 

See supra, Chapter I. 

See supra, Types 3,4 of Agathokleia and Strato I. 

JNSI, Vol. XLV, p.29. 

On the joint coins of Vonones with Spalahora, and of Vonones with 
Spalagadama, only the round forms of the letters appear in the obverse 


Greek legend (Supra.). However, on the joint issues of Spalahora (= 
Spalyns) and Spalagadama, the square forms of letters occur in the 
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SI. 
52. 
53. 


54. 


a). 


65. 


6Sa. 


66. 
67. 
68. 
69. 


obverse Greek legend (supra.). 
See infra. 
CHI, Vol. I, p. 516; GBI, p. 348 and fn. 1; AU, p. 127; IMC, Vol.I, p.49. 


PMC, Vol. I, p. 132, Pl. XIII, 319; BMC, GSKBI, p. 173, Pl. XXXII, 9; 
CCS, p. 49, Pl. VII, 4. 


See PMC, Vol. I, p. 132, fn. 1. Interestingly, Whitehead himself does not 
identify the deity positively. 


CHI, Vol.I, p. 516; Taxila, Vol I, p. 53, Vol. II, p. 769; AU, p. 127; 
Agrippan Source, p. 87. 


That Azilises was the father of Azes II, see CHI, Vol. I, p. 516; GBI, p. 


348, fn. 1; AJU,p. 127; IMC, Vol. I, p. 50. 

CCS, p.47, Pl. VU, A2. 

In BMC,GSKBI, p. 92, king is described as holding a bow. 
BMC,GSKBI, p. 92, Pl. XX, 3. 


JASB, NS, (Nov. 1910, Vol. VI, No. 10), p. 562; BMC,GSKBI, Pl. XXI, 
5. (This coin is a joint issue of Azilises and Azes II, and not an issue of 
Azilises alone, as mentioned in BMC,GSKBI). 


Wilson, Ariana Antiqua, p. 319. 


CHI, Vol I, p. 516; Taxila, Vol. I, p. 53, Vol II, p. 769; AJU,p. 127; 
Agrippan Source, p. 87. 


See supra. 
See supra, Types 1-3. 


See CHI, Vol.1, p. 516; IMC, Vol. 1, p. 36; Taxila, Vol. II, p. 769; GBI, 
p. 348, and fn. 1; AJU, p. 127. It must be remarked that E. Herzfeld 
suggests that Azes, Azilises, Aya, and Ayalisa are names of one king 
only. (Sakastan, pp. 97-98). 


PMC, Vol. I, p. 93. 

American Numismatic Society Centennial Volume, pp. 45-53. 
East and West, 1958, Vol. [X, pp. 167-168. 

PMC, Vol. I, p. 93. 

See JNSI, Vol. XVII, Pt. (I, pp. 1-2. 
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70. 
TI. 
72. 
73. 
74. 
75. 
76. 
77. 
78. 
79. 
80. 
81. 
82. 
83. 
84. 
85. 


86. 


87. 


88. 


CHI, Vol. I, p. 516. 

JNSI, Vol. XVH, Pt. Upp. 1-2. 
[bid., p. 1. 

Ibid., Pl. {U, 11, and PI. IV, 1. 
Ibid., Pl. IV, 4. 

Ibid., Pl. I, 7. 

[bid., Pl. I, 10. 

Ibid., Pl. I, 11. 

Ibid., Pi. I, 8. 

Ibid., Ph. If, 12. 

CI, Vol. Il, Pt. I, p. XL. 

JTH, 1933, Vol. XH, p. 24. 
Taxila, Vol. 1, p. 131. 

See N.G. Majumdar, ASIAR, 1928-29, pp. 169-174. 
Agrippan Source, pp. 86-87. 


That Azilises had a long reign is indicated by the great variety of his 
coins. Whitehead (PMC, Vol. I, pp. 133-140) describes seventeen types 
of Azilises, apart from the five types unrepresented in the Punjab 
Museum (see PMC,Vol. I, p. 141, unrepresented types). 


Marshall (Taxila, Vol. II, p. 773) suggests that the debasement in coins 
from Azes II onwards was introduced to facilitate interchange of 
currencies between the Scytho-Parthian and the Andhra empires whose 
boundaries touched the empire of Azes II, and where lead and potin 
coins were in circulation. It is, however, difficult to see why Azes I] 
debased all his currency, when he had access to the rich silver mines of 
Paropamisadae and Arachosia. 


But cf. the case of the Karddamaka Saka Ksatrapa Rudrasimha I, who 
ruled as Mahakstrapa twice, with a spell as Ksatrapa in between the two 
phases of his rule as Mahaksatrapa. See V.V. Mirashi, Satavadhanon, 
etc. Pt. I, pp. 62-63. 


CCS, p. 68, Pl. XII, 7,8. Cunningham was, however, unable to read the 
name of Itravarman. 
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89. 


96. 


97. 


98. 


See infra. 


The conjunct letter ndra may also be read as tra (see Buhler, Table [, 
Column [X); also Taxila, Vol Il, p. 775, and fn. 4; NC, 1944, p. 102; 
Agrippan Source, p. 88, and ns. 160 and 164. 


Agrippan Source, p. 88. 


Tray ASpavarman 64 - coins nos. Cunningham 674 and 1638, now in the 
British Museum. See Agrippan Source, Pl. Ul, 14. 


Ibid., p. 88. 

Ibid. 

BMC,GSKBI, P|. XX, 2; PMC, Vol. I, p. 130, Pl. XIU, 317; IMC, Vol. I, 
p. 52, Pl. IX, 7; CCS, pp. 67-68, Pl. XII, 6. 

CHI, Vol. I, pp. 520-521; CCS, p. 8; PMC, Vol. I, p. 130., fn. 1; Taxila, 
Vol. H, p. 777; Agrippan Source, p. 88. 


Taxila, Vol. H, p. 777. It is possible that his father, Indravarman, too, 
was a Strategos, but this is not mentioned on his coins. 


This fact itself shows that Orthagnes was the senior ruler and that 
Gandophernes and Guda were his subordinate viceroys. Cunningham 
(CCS, pp. 19-20), however, regards Orthagnes as a family member and 
successor of Gondophernes. 


99. NNM(NSI), No.4, p. 16 (Specimen in the British Museum). 


100. 
101. 


106. 


PMC, Vol. 1, p. 155, Pl. XVL,72. 


NNMINSJ), No. 4, p. 16 (Specimen in the Bntish Museum). 
NNM (NSI), No. 4, p. 16 (specimen in the British Museum). 
Ibid., p. 16 (Specimen in the British Museum). 

See B. N. Mukherjee, Agrippan Source, p. 98, and n. 206. 
Agrippan Source, pp. 99-100. 

BMC, GSKI, p. 109, Pl. XXIII, 9. 


106a. See ibid, pp Ixx-}xxi. 


107. 
108. 


See supra. 


For the attribution of this coin to Gondophernes, see PMC, Vol. I, p. 150, 
fn. ]., B.N. Mukherjee has been able to read the name of Gondophemes 
on these ceins. See Agrippan Source p.88. 
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109. 
110. 


125. 


126. 
127. 
128. 
129. 
130. 
31, 
132. 


PMC, Vol. I, p. 150, Pl. XV, 35. 


CHI, Vol. I, pp. 520-521; Taxila, Vol. I, p. 53; PMC, Vol. I, pp. 93-94; 
Agrippan Source, pp. 88-89. 


CHI, Vol. I, p. 521; Agrippan Source, pp. 101, 104. 


. PMC, Vol.I, p. 156, no. 75. See NNM(NSJ), No.4, p. 16, for a 


specimen in the British Museum. 


NC, 1950, pp. 223-225, no. 16, Pl. XU, 13; NNM(NSTJ), No.4, pp. 16-17; 
also Agrippan Source, p. 99, and n. 209. 


Agrippan Source, p. 104. 
Ibid. 
IMC, Vol. I, pp. 54-55, Pl. IX, 9. 


PMC, Vol. 1, p. 148, Pl. XV, 20; BMC,GSKBI, Pl.. XXII, 13, IMC, Vol. 
I, p. 55. 


CCS. p. 64, Pl. XI, 8. 
IMC, Vol. I, p. 38. 

CCS, pp. 64-65. 

PMC, Vol. I, p. 147, fn. 1. 


. Aspabhrataputrasa. See Taxila, Vol. U, p. 815, nos. 201 208, Pl. 241. 


Rapson (CHI, Vol. I, p. 521) regards him as the commander in -chief. 


Rapson, CHI, Vol. I, p. 521;Marshall, Taxila, Vol. I, p. 62, Vol. II, p. 
777; B.N. Mukherjee, Agrippan Source, p. 88. 


Complete legend, as given in NNM(NSI), No. 4, p. 20, is BACILEYN- 
TOYC BACIAEWN X CACOY. 


CCS, pp. 64-65, Pl. XI, 9. 

CHI, Vol. I, p. 521. 

[bid., p. 534, Pl. VII, 34 

See ibid., p. 523. Cf. Cunningham, NC, 1890, p. 119. 
See B.N. Mukherjee, Agrippan Source, pp. 246-248. 
See Taxila, Vol. I, p. 61. 


Compare this coin-type with that issued by Spalirises as king’s brother 
(PMC, Vol. I, p. 143, Pl. XIV, 394). 
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See B.N. Mukherejee, Agrippan Source, p. 246. 

PMC, Vol. I, p. 154, Pl. XV, 64. 

Taxila, Vol. Il, p. 816, Pl. 241, no. 211. 

CHI, Vol. 1, p. $24. 

Taxila, Vol. I, p. 60. 

See infra. 

Taxila, Vol. ITF, Pl. 241, no. 211 (Sapedana); P!242, no. 217 (Satavastra). 
Ibid., Vol. I, p. 60. 

CHI, Vol. I, p. 524. 

CHI, Vol. I, p. 524. 


Marshall expresses a similar view. See Taxila, Vol. II, p. 776; also, 
AlU, p. 131, for Sircar’s view. 


Marshall, Taxila, Vol. IJ, p. 816, no 212, Pl. 241. 

Ibid ., p. 816, no 212. 

Agnippan Source, pp. 219-220.. 

Taxila, Vol. Il, p. 816, no. 212; Agrippan Source, pp. 219. 
Taxila, Vol. II, p. 816, no,. 217, Pl. 242. 

See CHI, Vol I, p. 524; also, AJU, p. 131. 

Rapson, CHI, Vol. I, pp. 523, 524; also, AIU, p. 131. 


Taxila, Vol. Ul, p. 815, no. 201; also p. 777. See also Whitehead in Taxila, 
Vol. II, pp. 839-840. 


[bid., Pl. 241, no. 201. 

Taxila, Vol. UW, p. 777. 

NC, 1950, pp. 222-223. 

[bid. 

See B.N. Mukherjee, Agrippan Source, pp. 245-246. 


AlU, p. 123; Agrippan source, p. 67. Rapson (CHI, Vol. [, p. 513), 
however, holds different view. 


Agrippan Source, pp. 67 ff. 
CCS, p. 3. 
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[60. 
1Al. 


GBI, pp. 344-345. 

Ibid., p. 345. 

lbid., p. 346. 

East and West, 1957, Vol. VIII, p. 45. 
Agrippan Source, p. 90. 

COS Pz 3. 

Ct. CHI, Vol. f, pp. 513, 516-518: AIU. p. 123. 
Agrippan Source, p. 89; also, pp. 33-34, n. 18, pp. 131-133, n. 172. 
[bid., p. 133. 

CCS, p. 5. 

See supra. 

See supra. 

See supra. 

CHI, Vol. 1, p. 513. 

See supra. 

See supra. 

See supra. 


CHI, Voi. I, pp. 317-518; also, Whitehead, PMC, Vol. {. p. 92; Sircar, 
ALU, pp. 123-124; Smith, JMC, Vol. I, p. 35. 


GBI, p. 345, and fn. 7. 
Taxiia. Vol. I, p. 49. 
See supra. 

ALU, p. 123. 


See supra. That the king mentioned on these coins was Vonones, see 
PMC, Vol. 1, p. 92; CHI, Vol. I, p. 517; IMC, Vol. I. pp. 35-36; A/U. pp. 
123-124; 1G, p. 152. 


That the Azes associated with Spalinses was Azes I, see infra. 
See supra. 

East and West, 1957, Vol. VIII, p. 46. 

Agrippan Source, p. 129. 
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185. 


186. 
187. 
188. 


189. 
190. 
191. 


192. 
193. 


E.g., See coins of Zeionises, PMC, Vol. I, p. 157, Pl. XVI, 82; IMC, Vol. 
I, pp. 58-59, Pl. IX, 14; CCS, pp. 66-67, Pl. XII, 1-5. 


The above reasons given by B.N. Mukherjee, Agrippan Source, p. 129. 
The identity of Spalahora with Spalyns is beyond doubt. See supra. 


PMC, Vol.1, p. 92; IMC, Vol. I, pp. 35-36; CCS, p. 6; CHI, Vol. I, p. 518; 
Taxila, Vol. I, p. 51; AIU, p. 124; Agrippan Source, p. 90. 

JNST, Vol. XVII, Pt. I, p. 3. 

Ibid. 

See AlU, p. 124. B.N. Mukherjee is, however, of the opinion that these 
overstrikings do not necéssarily mean that Vonones and Spalirises 
were enemies. See Agrippan Source, p. 128, n. 146. To us, the theory 
of the usurpation of the throne by Spalirises seems to be more 
convincing. 

Cf. Wilson, Ariana Antiqua, p. 313. 

PMC, Vol. I, p. 92; IMC, Vol. I, p. 36; CHI, Vol. I, pp. 514, 515; CGS, 
p.8. Konow (J//H, Vol. XII, 1933, p. 20), Tarn(GBI, p. 349), and Marshall 
(Taxila, Vol. I, pp. 48-52), though they accept that Azes I followed 


Maues in India, place the former, not immediately after the latter, but 
a few years after Maues’ death. 


IMC, Vol I, p. 36. 
See supra. 
See A/U, p. 128, and fn. | 


PMC, Vol. I. p. 98, Pl. X; 5° p. 100, no. 17, Pl. X, 18; and p. 103, PI. 
X, 35. 


PMC, Vol. I. p. 98, PI. X, 1, p. 99. Pl. «, 10; p. 99, Pl. X, 13; p. 100, PI. 
X, 20; p. 101, nos. 23, 24, 25, Pl. X, 25, and others. 


See supra. 

See above. 

CHI, Vol {, p. 517. 
[bid, 


. JINST, Vol. XVIT, Pt. Uf, p. 3. 


[bid., Pl. I, 4, S. 
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. Taxila, Vol.I, pp. 49-50. 


Ibid. 

Ibid., p.50. 

Ibid. 

CCS, Pl. IV, 3,6; BMC.GSKBI, P|. XXI, 9, 11. 

CCS, Pl. §V, 7; Pl. VI, 6; Pl. VII, 3, 3A; BMC. GSKBI, Pl. XXI, 11, 12. 
Taxila, Vol I, p. 50. 

[bid. 


Smith, IMC, Vol. I, p. 36, also EH/, p. 244; Tarn, GBI, pp. 347-48; 
Marshall, Taxila, Vol. 1, pp. 49-50; Sircar, AIU, pp. 125-27;Narain, JG, 
pld2: B.N.Mukherjee, Agrippan Source, p.87. 


See supra. 


CHI, Vol. I, p. 516; GBI, p. 348, fn 1; AlU, p. 127; Taxila, Vol. I, p. 53. 
Vol. Ul, p. 769; Agrippan Source, p-87. 


See supra. 


See CHI, Vol. Lp. 516. 


That there were most probably two kings bearing the name of Azes, see 
supra. 


CHI, Vol. I, p. 516; GBI, p. 348, and fn. 1; AZU, p. 127; Taxila, Vol. I, p. 
53, Vol. II, p. 769; Agrippan Source, p. 87. 


See supra. B.N. Mukherjee has read the name of Azes II on the coins 
of Indravarman ( Itravarman ). See Agrippan Source, p. 88. 


See supra. 


See AIU. p. 128, and fn. Ll. Sircar here says that it was Orthagnes who 
succeeded or overthrew Spalinses. We, however, feel that it was sor e 
ancestor of Orthagnes who followed or overthrew Spalirises in Aracho: .a, 
for we find, as shall be seen below, that Gondophemes, the subordinate 
ruler of Orthagnes in Arachosia, succeeded Azes II in India and this 
Azes IJ appears to be the great-grandson of Spalirises. 


CHI, Vol. I, p. 521. 
See supra. 


CCS, pp. 15, 19-20. 
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226a. 
227) 
228. 
229. 
230. 
232. 
233. 
234. 
235. 
236. 
237. 
238. 


239. 
240. 


241. 
242. 
243. 


244. 


245. 


246. 
247. 


247a. 


IMC, Vol. I, p. 36. 

PMC, Vol. I, pp. 94, 96. 

Sakastan, pp. 102-104. 

Agrippan Source, p. 144, n. 211. 

Ibid., pp. 138-139. 

Ibid., p. 139. 

Agrippan Source, p.144. 

NC, 1965, pp. 141-143. 

[bid., pp. 140, 143. 

Agrippan Source pp. 142-143. 

Cf. B.N. Mukherjee, ibid., pp. 141-142. 
Cambridge Shorter History of India, p. 70. 
Ibid. 


CH, Vol. II, Pt. 1, p. XLVI. Cf. the titles of Azes I and Azilises on their 
joint issues. 


The Scythian Period, pp. 359-360. 


See Agrippan Source, pp. 137-138, n. 207, for the reasons for regarding 
these arguments as unconvincing. 


The Scythian Period, p. 361. 
AlU, p. 128; Taxila, Vol. I, pp. 58-59; Agrippan Source, pp. 98-99. 


That Guda was subordinate to Gondophernes, the viceroy of Arachosia, 
see supra. 


CHI, Vol. I, pp. 522-523; Taxila, Vol. 1, p. 63, Cf. Herzfeld, Sakastan, 
pp. 79-80, who regards Gudana as borther-in-law of Gondophernes. 
See Wright’s Translation, Apocryphal Acts of the Apostles, Vol. II, pp. 
146, ff. CHI, Vol. I, pp. 522-523. 


See supra. 


See supra. That Azes II was served by the uncle (ASpavarman) and 
Gondophemes by both the uncle and the nephew (Sasan) suggests that 
Gondophemes followed Azes II. 


CHI, Vol. I, pp. 520—521. 
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248. 
249. 
250. 


256. 
eee 
258. 
259. 
260. 
261. 
262. 


263. 
264. 
265. 
266. 
267. 
268. 


269. 


CH, Vol. ff, Pt. l pp. XLIV, XLVI, LVI. 
Agrippan Source, p. 103. 


H.C. Raychaudhuri, PHAI, p.401, andJ.N. Banerjeain Comp. Hist. Ind., 
Vol. Il, p. 210, have expressed this view. 


CHT, Vol. I, p. 521; Agrippan Source, p. 104., 
Agrippan Source, p. 104; also, p. 147, n. 238. 
Agrippan Source, pp. 103-104; CHI, Vol. I, p. 521. 
NNM(NSI), No. 4, pp. 16-18. 


Agrippan Source, p. 104. Marshall (Taxila, Vol. I, p. 59), however, says 
that the independent Arachosian issues of Gondophemes ascribed to 
him only royal, and not impenial, titles, and suggests that after the death 
of Orthagnes, his dominions were split up, and Gondophernes inherited 
only a part of it. B.N. Mukherjee does not accept this, for, he says, the 
lower title might have been a mistake committed by the mint-master or 
the die-cutter. See Agrippan Source, p. 148, n. 240. 


Agrippan Source, p. 104. 

See supra. See also Agrippan Source, p. 104. 

See Prashant Srivastava, Panchdla, Vol. V, p. 217. 
See supra. 

Ibid. 

Marshall, Taxila, Vol. I, p. 61, Vol. IL, pp. 775-776. 


[bid., Vol.I, p. 60, Vol. II, pp. 816-817, Pl. 241, no. 211 (Sapedana), PI. 
242, no. 217 (Satavastra). 


CHI, Vol. I, p. 524. 

Taxila, Vol. I, p. 60. 

Ibid., Vol. Ul, pp. 839-840. 

Taxila, Vol. I, p. 60. 

[bid., Vol. Il, p. 776, fn. 1. Cf. B.N. Mukherjee, Agrippan Source, p. 252. 


CHI, Vol. I, p. 524. See also, Marshall, Taxila, Vol. II, p. 776. For 
details, see supra. 


Rapson says that Abdagases did not mule independently at any time, for 
no coins ascribe to him imperial titles (CH/, Vol. I, p. 523). However, 
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270. 


271. 
272. 
273. 
274, 
275. 
276. 
211, 
278. 
279. 
280. 


281. 


282. 


on PMC, Vol. I, p. 154, no. 64, Pl. XV, Abdagases is described as 
Maharaja rajatiraja (“Great King of Kings”), which, no doubt proclaims 
him as an independent ruler. 


Cunningham, (CCS, p. 15) believed that Gondophemes was followed 
by Abdagases, Orthagnes, Pakores, and Senabares. Smith (IMC, Vol. 
I, p. 36) holds that Orethagnes and Abdagases ruled simultaneously, 
and that they were followed by Pakores. MacDowall (NC, 1965, pp. 
141-143) suggests that Gondophemes was followed by Abdagases, 
Orthagnes, and Pakores in this chronological order. Marshall (Taxila, 
Vol. I, pp. 60-64) suggests that Gondophermes was followed by Pakores 
and Abdagases. That Orthagnes was not a successor, but the overlord 


of Gondophemes, see supra. 


CHI, Vol. I, p. 524. 

Ibid. 

Taxila, Vol. Il, p., 777. 

Ibid., pp. 839-840. 

See supra. 

Taxila, Vol I, p. 62; Vol. II, p. 777, and p. 776, fn.1. 
See supra. 

See supra. 

Taxila, Vol. I, p.64. 

K.D. Bajpai, Indian Numismatic Studies, p. 103; See BMC, Al, pp. 183- 
184; IMC, Vol. I, pp. 195-196. 


Cunningham (CAI, p. 87) reads the legend as Khatapdna Hagdana 
Hagamasasa. Allan(BMC, Al, p. 184) reads itas Khatapdna Haganasa 
Hagdmasasa. Smith (IMC, Vol. I, p. 195) has suggested the reading 
Khatapana Hagdanasa Hagdmdsasa. 


Cunningham, CAI, p. 87, Pl. VIII, 7; BMC, AI, p. 184, Pl. XXVI, 6; IMC, 
Vol. I, p. 195; K.D. Bajpai, JNSI, Vol. XXV, Pt. I, pp. 102-103. Smith, 
on one coin he ascribes to Hagdna and Hagamasa, sees a man in front 
of horse to right (IMC, Vol. I, p. 195, no. 6). However, according to K.D. 
Bajpai (Indian Numismatic Studies, p. 103) the coin “has wrongly been 
put under the joint category by Smith.” It must be remarked that apart 
from the word Khatapa, Smith has been unable to read the obverse 
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Brahmi legend. Cunningham regurds the side of the joint coin with the 


legend as the reverse. See CAI, p. 87. 
283. IMC, Vol.I, p. 195, no. 1. 


284. Cf. coinno. 62, p. 108, Satya Shrava, The Sakas in India., He takes this 
figure to be that of Laksmi. 


285. Indian Numismatic Studies, p. 103, fn. 4. 

286. IMC, Vol. I, p. 195, no. 3; also, BMC, AI, Pl. XXVI, 6. 
287. Indian Numismatic Studies, p. 104. | 
288. D.C. Sircar, Studies in Indian Coins, p. 313. 


289. IMC, Vol. I, p. 190; K.D. Bajpai, Indian Numismatic Studies, p. 103. 
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JOINT ISSUES OF THE 
KUSANAS, AND OF THE 
GADAHARAS, THE SAKAS, AND. 
THE SILADAS 


There are two interesting types of coins which have long 
been the topic of debate among the scholars. The debate is over 
the nature of the coins. While some scholars regard them as joint 
issues, others treat them as commemorative medallions, while 
still others take them as mere imitations of earlier popular coin- 


types. 
TYPE 1 
The first type has the name and bust of the Indo-Greek ruler, 


Hermaios on the obverse, and the name of Kujula Kadphises, or 
Kadphises I, on the reverse. 


Obv. : -Diademed bust of Hermaios to r. Gr. legend : 
BAZIAEQX ZETHPOLZY(above) EPMAIOY 
(below). | | | 

Rev. Diademed Herakles, standing facing; club, resting 


on ground, in r. hand; lion’s skin in 1. hand. Kh. 
legend : Kujula Kasasa Kugana yavugasa 
dhramathidasa.' 


Copper. Round. (Pl. V, 5). 
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TYPE 2 


The second type has only the bust of Hermaios on the obverse, 
while the Greek legend gives the. name and title of Kujula 
Kadphises. The reverse Kharosthi legend also gives the name and 
titles of Kadphises I. 


Oby. Diademed bust of Hermaios to r. Gr. legend : 
| KOZOYAOY KAA®IZOY KOPCOAOY? 
Rev. Herakles, standing facing; club, resting on ground, 


in r. hand; lion’s skin in |. hand. Kh. legend : 
Kujula Kasasa Kusana yavugasa dhramathidasa.’ 


Copper. Round. | (Pl. V, 6). 


There are two interesting words used in the coin-legends 
of these two types -XTHPOXZY and yavuga. As regards 
XTHPOLLY, Cunningham suggested that STHPOX stands for 
LOQTHPOS with the omega always omitted,’ while he gives two 
explanations for the term LY. At one place, he regards LY as an 
abbreviation of Summachos, the “ally” of Hermaios.® At another 
place in the same work, he regards LY as possibly intended for the 
Greek word meaning, the “kinsman” of Hermaios “by marriage of 
the Greek King’s daughter with the Scythian conqueror.”® 

Rapson, however, suggested that LY is really connected 
with ZTHPOX, and that the single epithet STHPOZZY corresponds 
to the Kharosthi title mahatasa on the reverse.’ This view has the 
support of Whitehead.® Gardner seems to regard ZY as a Scythian 
title.» Konow also took STHPOZ as a cormption of the Greek title 
LOQTHPOX, and LY , he explained as the Kusana title PAO, 
“King”.!° 


But, as pointed out by Tam,!'! the word STHPOZ“ occurs 
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too regularly and consiStently” for this to be regarded as a 
corruption of LOTHPOZ. However, he regards Konow’s 
explanation of LY as “most probable”,'* mainly because on a 
Bajaur seal of Theudama, the word su is used in the sense of 
“King”.? Tarn “ventures” to suggest that STHPOZ is in the same 
language as LY and “the meaning must be related to Kharoshthi 
legend on the copper coins of the third class * with round omicron 
- ‘Great King’ or something of the sort.” 


Gobind Pai explains SY as standing for “syzugou”, the 
genitive singular of “syzugos”’, which means conjoint, and implies 
the joint rule of the Indo-Greek Hermaios, with the Kusana Kujula 
Kadphises.’° This explanation has been considered as “far- 
fetched”."” 


In the present state of knowledge, it is indeed, difficult to 
ascertain the actual meaning’‘of the term ZTHPOLZLY. However, 
Tar’s explanation of the term seems to be the most logical. It 
must, however, be pointed that here, SY occurs with the Greek 
epithet of BALIAEQ> but the Kusanas are not known to have used 
the title PAO together with any Greek epithet like BAZIAEQ2.'® 


Yavuga is a “native title”,’? which, in Turkish, stands for 
“chief”.?° Professor Dowson reads Yarug and Yaii, and says that 
“the two words are probably only different ways of expressing 
some foreign title’”.?! Professor Dowson also points out that the 
gutturals are often dropped, and by dropping the guttural ga, 
Yavuga will become Yau. This Yau is rendered on some coins of 
Kadphises I, bearing the Roman bust,”7as ZAOOY in Greek.”? 


On the basis of the name and bust of Hermaios occurring 
on the obverse, and the name of Kujula Kadphises occurring on the 
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reverse of the same coin,” and the bust of Hermaios with the name 
of Kujula Kadphises on the obverse of another coin-type,” 
Cunningham asserts that Hermaios was the last Indo-Greek ruler, 
and that Kujula Kadphises “subverted the Greek dominion in 
India.”*° He further suggests?’ that some of Hermaios’ provinces 
- Kabul and Gazni - were occupied by the Sakas, and it was due to 
this danger that he sought the aid of the Kusana ruler, Kujula 
Kadphises, who was a powerful chief, and an enemy of the Sakas. 
Cunningham even hints that Hermaios might have given his 
daughter in marriage to Kadphises I, like Seleukos.“ From this 
time, Hermaios became “a mere pageant king, under the protection 
of the great Scythian conqueror, Kujyula Kadphises, the chief of the 
Kushan tribe.”’ It was during this period that the coins bearing the 
joint names of Hermaios and Kujula Kadphises were issued. As 
these coins have been found in great abundance,” “this state of 
affairs must have lasted for some years, until it was finally closed 
either by the death or removal of Hermaeus.””! 


Thus, Cunningham’s view is that Kujula Kadphises, who 
was earlier associated with Hermaios, overthrew him, and became 
the sole sovereign. 


This jomt coin theory was accepted by most of the early 
scholars. Whitehead, too, regards Kadphises | as the person who 
put an end to the Greek rule in India, and regards these coins as 
joint issues of Hermaios and Kujula Kadphises.* 


Smith, on the basis of these coins, says, “For a time the 
Greek king (Hermaios) and the barbarian chieftain (Kadphises I) 
shared the sovereignty of Kabul, but gradually the Greek power 
was wholly obliterated, and the Kushan attained undisputed 


dominion.””** 
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Earlier, Rapson, too, opined that the coins with the names 
of Hermaios and Kujula Kadphises were joint issues.** J.E. Van 
Lohuizen-De-Leeuw”* and Ghirshman’’ give support to the theory 
of the coins under discussion being joint issues of Hermaios and 
Kujula Kadphises. 


Sten Konow expressed the view that when Kadphises | 
invaded Parthia, Hermaios formed an alliance with him in order to 
get rid of the yoke of Parthian supremacy. But he was forced by 
the Kusana to share the government with him, and was shortly 
replaced by the latter.*® 


The joint coin theory has been supported by Jai Prakash.*? 
Gobind Pai has suggested that these coins are joint issues of 
Hermaios and Kadphises I, but this Hermaios is not that Hermaios 
who had struck coins in association with Kalliope, but some other 
king of the same name.*° 


_F. W. Thomas was perhaps the first scholar to point out 
that there was a gap between Hermaios and Kadphises I, in which, 
the Pahlavas were masters of Kabul.*! This led to a change in the 
view of Rapson, who accepted the view of Thomas as “almost 
certainly correct.”4? He suggested that there was an interval of at 
least seventy years between the end of the Indo-Greek rule and the 
beginning of the Kusana rule, in which period is to be placed the 
rule of the Scytho-Parthians in Kabul, and that Kabul valley 
passed from the Pahlavas to the Kusinas.” He regards the coins 
of Kadphises I bearing the name of Hermaios as mechanical 
copies of the coins of Hermaios by Kujula Kadphises.* Sten 
Konow, too, changed _his earlier opinion, and said that the coins 
under consideration here were issued many years after the death 
of Hermaios by his Pahlava and Kusana conquerors. 
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Marshall’s excavations at Taksasila also reveal that 
Pahlava rule intervened between that of the Indo-Greeks and the 
Kusanas, and that Kujula Kadphises came after Gondophermes.*° 


Van Lohuizen-De-Leeuw, in order to do away with the 
problem of dates, places Kujula Kadphises very early,*’ while 
Ghirshman places Hermaios very late,** to make them 
contemporaries. Neither of these dates appears to be acceptable, 
as pointed out by Narain.” 


Tarn places these coins “at least two generations later 
than the death of Hermaeus.”° 


A.K. Narain, on the basis of a statement in the Hou-Han- 
Shu says that it is almost certain that the Kus4nas took the Kabul 
valley from the Pahlavas, and not from the Indo-Greek, Hermaios. 
The statement goes, “Kao-fu was never dependent on the Yueh- 
chih, and it is therefore a mistake of the Han book (i.,e., the Ch’ien 
Han Shu) when it includes it (in the lands of) the five Asi-hou. 
Later on it fell under the dependency of An-hsi, (Parthia), and it 
was when the Yueh-chih triumphed over An-hsi, that they for the 
first time took Kao-fu.’’! He accepts Bachhofer’s view that 
Kadphises I imitated those coin-types which were best known and 
most readily accepted.>? Narain says that Bachhofer’s view gains 
strength from the fact that some issues of Kadphises I bear the bust 
of a Roman emperor.** A.S. Altekar has also come out in favour 
of this theory,’ and says that Kadphises I copied the type of 
Hermaios because “The people were accustomed to this type and 
the new conqueror realised that there was a chance for his currency 
being accepted by the public, only if it resembled the old one in its 
essential features.”*’Altekar has published five coins from 
TaksaSila,*° which are very crude in execution, and the portraits on 
these coins bear very little, ifany, resemblance tathat of Hermaios. 
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He says that the “crudeness of art, the absence of any recognisable 
resemblance in features, and the total degradation of the Greek 
legend on the obverse make it clear that these coins could nothave 
been issued as a joint coinage of Hermaios and Kujula Kadphises. 
They were obviously issued some decades after the passing away 
of : Hermaios, whose coin-type is sought to be continued on 
them.”*’ 


Bhaskar Chattopadhyay supports this view, and says that 
the Parthians intervened between the Indo-Greeks and the Kusanas, 
which is made probable by numismatic evidence. Some coins of 
Spalirises have the characteristic device of the Greek princes of 
Kabul, 1.e., “Zeus enthroned”. Justin also states that the Bactrian 
Greeks were finally defeated by the Parthians.** Chattopadhyay 
regards the coins with the names of Hermaios and Kujula Kadphises 
as “actually the continuation of the Parthian imitations of the coins 
of Hermaeus by the Kushana chief (Yavuga) who, according to 
Hou-Han-Shu, destroyed the Parthian power in Kabul.” 


Recently, the theory of joint coinage has been revived by 
Baldev Kumar, who says that earlier, Kadphises I was associated 
in government with Hermaios as a subordinate, for his name 
appears in the Kharosthi script on the reverse of the coins bearing 
the name in Greek, and the bust of Hermaios on the obverse. Later, 
Kadphises I ruled independently, but after a short interval of time, 
when Gondophemes, the Parthian king ruled over Kabul.” He 
Suggests that Hermaios was defeated by Gondophemes, the ruler 
of Arachosia, and sought shelter with Kadphises I, who attacked 
Gondophernes in Kabul as an ally of Hermaios, defeated the 
Parthian, and drove him out of Kabul. It was during the period that 
ensued that the coins bearing the names of both Hermaios and 
Kujula Kadphises were issued conjointly by the two rulers. Later, 
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Kadphises I replaced Hermaios, and enjoyed full sovereign powers 
in the whole of the empire.®! According to him, “The fact that many 
coin specimens of Hermaios, Kujula Kadphises and the joint 
issues are found in strata dating after Gondophernes,” should not 
occasion any surprise, because the three kings were contemporaries, 
and the reign of Gondophernes preceded that of Kujula Kadphises 


in the area’. 


There are, however, some difficulties in accepting this 
theory. In order to make Hermaios, Gondophernes, and Kujula 
Kadphises contemporaries, he assigns to Hermaios a very later 
date. Then, if Hermaios had sought shelter with Kadphises I, as 
is suggested by him, how is it that his name and bust occupy the 
place of honour on the obverse of the coins ? 


Therefore, it appears that the coins under discussion are 
not joint coins. Of course, it is possible that Hermaios on being 
attacked by Gondophernes, sought the help of Kujula Kadphises, 
and together, they repulsed the Parthian invasion. As a token of 
gratitude, Hermaios mentioned the name of Kujula Kadphises on 
the reverse of his coins. Later, however, Kujula Kadphises 
removed Hermaios from power, but retained his bust on coins with 
a view to gaining support of the people. The corrupt Greek legend 
onthe coins mentioning Kujula Kadphises on the reverse, however, 
seems to rule out this possibility, for coins bearing such corrupt 
legends could not possibly be the issues of a Greek ruler. We shall 


return to these coins later.™ 
JOINT ISSUES OF KANISKA III AND OF VASUDEVA II 
Most of the scholars accept that in the Kusana dynasty, 


there were at least three rulers bearing the name of Kaniska, and 
two with the name of Vasudeva.® The coins of the later Kusana 
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rulers, Kaniska III (Kanesko) and Vasudeva II are very interesting 
in that they bear on the obverse Brahmi letter(s), one each in the 
left, central, and right fields. In the left field, the letter 1s near the 
right foot of the king. In the centre, it is between the king’s feet. 
In the right field, it is outside the king’s spear or trident. 


The coins of Kaniska III and Vasudeva II do not show 
much variety. The obverse invariably shows the king, diademed 
and nimbate, standing facing left. He wears a tall and pointed cap, 
long coat, and trousers, offering oblations at an altar with his nght 
hand, while the left hand holds a spear or a trident. A trident with 
ribbons is also seen behind the altar. The Greek legend on the 
obverse reads PAONANOPAO KANHPKO KOPANO in 
case of the coins of Kaniska III, or PAONANOPAO BA ZOAHO 
KOPANO incase of the coins of Vasudeva II. All the coins bear 
on the obverse the symbol of Vasudeva I. 


On the reverse of the coins of Kaniska III, there are only 
two types : that of the goddess APAOXPO seated on a high 
backed throne with noose in the right hand and comucopiae in the 
left hand, and the legend APAOXPO.: and that of the standing god 
Siva reclining against a humped bull with the pasa in right hand, 
and trisiila in left hand, and the legend OHPO. The reverse of the 
coins of Vasudeva II has the representation of Siva with bull 
only.®’ 


O.P. Singh ® is of the view that a coin of Kaniska IIT has 
the figure of Ardhanarisvara on the reverse, which Whitehead has 
described as that of Siva. He says that the left breast of the deity 
is well-developed; the left leg is released in an easy, feminine 
manner; this leg is covered up to the calf with folds, possibly of a 
sari.’ The left part of the deity is female, and the right part is male. 
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Thus, “it was most probably an early representation of 
Ardhanarigvara form of Siva.””! 


The legend on this reverse is, however, OHPO. As O.P. 
Singh himself points out, had the representation been that of 
Ardhanarisvara, the legend would possibly have been NANA - 
OHPO.” Savita Sharma and Maruti Nandan Tiwari are of the 
view that the “emphasis on the left breast is not significant because 
it was not intentional.” The deity here is shown holding a pasa 
and a trigula. Had the left half of the deity represented Uma or 
Parvati, the left hand ought to have held some attribute like lotus, 
mirror, parrot, or Sceptre, generally seen in the hand of the female 
half of the Ardhandrisvara image.” Here, we would also like to 
point out that the trisila, which ought to have been in the right - the 
male - hand of the deity, is here held in the left - the female - hand. 
Hence, the figure does not appear to be that of Ardhan4drisvara, but 
of Siva.75 

The occurrence of Brahmi letters on the obverse of the 
coins of Kaniska III and Vasudeva I] is very interesting. We have 
several letters on the coins of these two rulers as given in Tables 
] and I].’° 


Cunningham has suggested that these Brahmi letters 
occurring on the obverse of these coins might stand for the initials 
of the names of the different satraps and provincial governors who 
were issuing coins conjointly with their emperor. He further 
suggests that the letters Viru occurring in the right field on the 
obverse of some coins “might represent Virudpaka; Mahi on 
another coin ’? might be the abbreviation of the name Mahidhara; 
Vasu of some coins,®**that of Vasudeva.*! The other letters on the 


obverse, he says, might represent the name of the province, or city 


of the satrap.*” 
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Table [”’ 
Reverse APAOXPO 
SL Brahmi letters 
No. King Remarks 


Right Centre Left 


1 Kaniska II] Pa - - PI. I, 1.¢pl. V, 7). 
2. Kaniska III Vi - Ha _ Pl.I, 2.(pl. V, 8). 
3. Kaniska III Vi Tha Nya _ PL/I, 3.(pl. V,9). 
4. Kaniska Ill Viru - Nya PL.T, 4.¢pl. VEL). 
5. Kaniska III Vasu Chu Sa_ Pl.I,5.(pl. VI,2). 
6. Kaniska III Vasu Ga Sa Pl. I, 6.(pl. VI,3). 
7. Kaniska IIT Vasu Chhu Khu Pi. J, 7.(pl. V1,4). 
8. Kaniska III Vasu Ga  Bha_ PI.J, 8.(pl.VI,5). 
9. Kaniska Il Chhu Tha Vai PI. I, 9.(pl.VI,6). 
10. Kaniska II Ny Tha Vat PII, 10.¢pl. VI, 7). 
11.Kaniska I Mahi Pu - PL.I,11.(pl. VL.8). 
12.Kaniska III - Bhri - - Pl. 1, 12.(pl. VI,9). 


Cunningham says that it is known that V’ima Kadphises 
conquered [North-western part of} India, and appointed his 
“generals” as governors in the conquered provinces. This system 
of administration was continued by Kaniska, Huviska, and 
Vasudeva I, and also probably by their successors. It is the initials 
of the names of these provincial governors that appear on the 
obverse of the coins of Kaniska IIJ and Vasudeva II, thus making 
them joint issues. 


106 Aspects of Anctent Indian Numismatics 


Table II’? 
Reverse OHPO 


SL Brahmi letters 
No. King Remarks 
Right Centre Left 


1. Kaniska III Hu Gho Ga PI.1, 16 (pl. VI, 10). 
2. Kaniska III Aum Tha Ha PI.1,17.(pl. VI, 11). 
3. Kaniska III Phrii Gho Ga Pl.1, 18.(pl. VI, 12). 
4. Kaniska III Sum Tha Ha PMC, Vol. I, 
Pl. XIX, 231. 
(Pi. VI, 13). 
5. Vasudeva II Ha - ~ Pl. I, 13. 
(Pl. VI, 14). 
6. Vasudeva Il Rada Gho Raja Pl. I, 14. 
(Pl. VI, 1). 
7. Vasudeva Il Pri - - FLL.bd. 
(Pl. VI, 2). 


Though the names like Virudpaka,® Vasudeva, and 
Mahidhara™ are genuine Indian names, yet the provincial governors 
appointed by Kaniska III and Vasudeva II might or might not have 
been Indians, as some foreigners also bore Indian names.®° 


It has been suggested® that some of the Brahmi letters on 
the obverse of the coins under discussion might possibly represent 
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the initials of the names of provinces and cities from which the 
coins were issued, or Were meant for circulation. In this manner, 
Pamight stand for Purusapura, Na for Nagarahara, Ga for Gandhara, 
Chu for the Chutsa tribe, and Khu for the Ksudraka tribe.®’ 


However, it may be seen that some Brahmi letters occur 
in the right field as well as in the central field. For example, the 
letter Chhu occurs in the nght field on one coin,** and in the central 
fieldon another coin ®’. Similarly,the letter Ga occurs in the centre 
on one coin,”’and in the left field on another.?'To us, it appears that 
the letters in the nght, central, and left fields represent the initials 
of three different officers of three different designations. That the 
letters in the right field represent the initials of the provincial 
governors seems to be indicated from the occurrence of the name 
of Vasu [deva], who appears to be the son of Kaniska III,*in the 
right field. It appears that Ga at one time held the post represented 
by letter in the left field, and at another time, the post represented 
by the letter in the centre. Similarly, Chhu, who was once an 
officer whose initials occupied the central field, later became a 
provincial governor, and we find his name in the right field. 


Cunningham has suggested that the coins bearing the 
figure of APAOXPO on the reverse “are specially common in 
North-West India, while the Siva (OHPO) coins come principally 
from the West. The former belonged to the Eastern provinces, the 
latter to the western provinces of the Kushan Empire.””?. 


The coins of Kaniska III bearing the name of Vasudeva 
come principally from Seistan, and it has been suggested that 
Vasudeva was the governor of that province.“ Virupaksa and 
Mahidhara probably governed parts of the Punjab and Afghanistan, 
aS it appears from the provenance of the coins of Kaniska III 
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bearing their names.” It has also been suggested that either 
Virupaksa, or Mahidhara, or both, might have been brothers of 
Vasudeva II.” 


Altekar has suggested ’’that as Vasudeva II issued coins 
only with OHPO reverse, which were popular in Bactria and 
Afghanistan” and no coins with APAOXPO reverse which were 
popular in Gandhdra, Seistan, and the Punjab,” he seems to have 
lost these provinces, andto have controlled the remaining provinces 
of his empire through the governors, whose initials are given on 
his coins as Rada, Pri, and Ha. Incidently the initial.of the name 
Ha occurs in the left field on some coins of Kaniska III,’ but in 
the right field on a coin of Vasudeva II,'*'from which it would 
appear that he had become a provincial governor only in the reign 
of Vasudeva II. Earlier, he seems to have served Kaniska III as an 
officer whose initial occurred in the left field. 


Altekar also suggests that the appearance of the names of 
the provincial governors on the coins of Kaniska III and Vasudeva 
II shows that these “satraps were getting more assertive even in 
the Punjab, and that the central government found 1t necessary to 
appease them by allowing their initials on the imperial coinage,” 
thus making it joint coinage. No doubt after the death of Kaniska 
III, some of the provincial governors asserted independence, and 
Vasudeva II had no need to issue coins with APAOXPO reverse, 
for the provinces where these coins were popular, he had already 
lost. | 

Thus, these coins throw interesting light on the political 
history of the later Kusana emperors, and give us an idea of their 


administration. 
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GADAHARA JOINT COINS 


There are some coins issued by the Gadahara (or Gadakhara) tribe, 
which bear the Brahmi word Kirada in the central field. The coins 
may be described as follows : 


Obv. : King standing at altar; dressed as on the Kusana 
coins; offering oblations at altar with the r. hand; holding 
spear inl. hand. Brahmi words in left field, Kapan; in the 
middle, Kirada; in the right field, Gadahara. Gr. legend 
illegible and meaningless. 


Rev. Seated goddess APAOXPO to front. Brahmi 
legend : Ghasa Yasa.'™ 


Gold. Round. (Pl. VI, 3). 


Thomas described the letters outside the king’s spear, 1.e., 
in the right field, which is read as Gadahara, as the name of a tribe 
of the Scythians, and the letters under king’s arm, i.e., in the 
middle, which is read as Kirada, as the name of a king or military 
chief located in India. 


Cunningham, however, regards the word in the right field 
“as indicating places, the seats of distinct Satrapies’!® and. 
interprets Gadahara as Nagarahara.'™ But it is now generally 
accepted by scholars that Thomas’ suggestion is correct, and that 
Gadahara is the name of a tribe.!”” 


The name Kirada is often found as a variant on the coins 
of the Kidira-Kusanas. R.D. Banerjihas associated the Gadahara 
coins with the Kidara-Kus4nas on this basis, and also because of 
the appearance of the Brahmi Ga of the fifth century A.D. on the 
Gadahara coins, and of the syllable Ksuna on both the Gadahara 
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and the Kidara-Kusdana coins.'” 


It has been suggested on the basis of the occurrence of the 
name Kirada (= Kidara) on the Gadahara coins that the Gadaharas 
were, for some time, tributary to the Kidara-Kusanas.'!” This very 
well accounts for the occurrence of the joint names of Kirada (= 
Kidara) and Gadahara on the Gadahara coins. If this be accepted, 
this coin-type may be regarded as a joint issue of the Gadaharas 


and their overlords, the Kidara-Kusanas. 


The Gadahara tribe appears to have had to accept the 
suzerainty of the Kidara-Kusanas. But when the power of the 
Kidara-Kusanas was on the decline because of their submission to 
the Sassanian rulers of the west, the Gadaharas seem to have 
switched their allegiance from the Kidara-Kusanas to the Imperial 
Guptas,!!°who had become the paramount power in North India 
under Samudragupta, for a Gadahara coin is known to bear the 


et 


name of Samudra [gupta] on the obverse. 


Obv. King, dressed in the Kusana style, offering 
oblations at an altar with the r. hand; spear in the 
l. hand; Brahmi letters Pu in left field, Samudra in 
the middle, and Gadahara in the right field. 


Rey. : Seated goddess APAOXPO to front.!"! 
Gold. Round. (Pl. VII, 4). 
The name Samudra occurring on the obverse of this coin 
might be the name of a Gadahara chief. But it is generally taken 
to stand for Samudragupta, the Imperial Gupta ruler, to whom the 
Gadaharas seem to have submitted. 
According to R.D. Banerji, “The resemblance between 


this coin and the coins of Samudra-gupta is so great that it 1s 
possible to say that the Gadahara tribe at least acknowledged the 
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suzerainty of the great conqueror and placed his name on their 


coins.”’!!4 


R.C. Majumdar also observes, “Samudra-gupta had 
probably already imposed his suzerainty on some petty Kushana 
states in the Punjab, for his name occurs on the coin of a Gadahara 
chief.”''!> Altekar finds in the Brahmi script used on the Gadahara 
coin bearing the name Samudra, no sufficient ground for not 
placing it during Samudragupta’s reign.'* 

As such, the coin bearing the name of Samudragupta and 
Gadahara is a joint issue of these two. Incidently, it may be 
remarked here that Smith has described a coin bearing the legend 
Gadahara and a name tentatively read as Chandra!” identified 
with Chandragupta II.'!° 


SAKA AND SILADA COINS WITH THE SYMBOL OF 
VASUDEVA I 
On the reverse of the coins of some of the Saka and Silada 
kings, we find the symbol of Vasudeva L,!"’ which also occurs in 
a slightly modified form,'!* on the reverse of the coins of some of. 


these kings. 


The coins of these Saka and Silada chiefs are all of the 
same type, with the obverse depicting king of the Kus4na type at 
altar, holding spear, with Brahmi letters in the right, central, and 
left parts of the field. The reverse has the type of seated 
APAOXPO, with traces of the name of the goddess in corrupt 
Greek script. An account of the tribe, name of king, and monogram, 


with references, has been given in Table III. 


The presence of the symbol of Vasudeva I on the coins of 
these Saka and Silada kings seems to suggest that during the 
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reigns of these chiefs, the Saka and Silada tribes were tributaries 
to the later Great Kus4nas. It might also be suggested that as only 
the symbol of Vasudeva I appears on these coins, the suzerainty 
of the later Great Kusanas over the Saka and Silada chiefs was 
most probably nominal. As such, these coins might be treated as 
joint issues. 


Table — TT!? 
Brahmi letters 
Right Centre Left 
(name (name 

SL of of 

No. tribe) King) Reference 

1. Saka Saya Vi IMC, Vol. I, p. 
89, nos.4,5. 

2. Saka Sita Bha Ibid., nos. 6-8 pl. 
XIV, 6. (pl. 
VII, 5). 

5 Saka Sita Vi IMC, Vol I p. 
89,no. 10. 

4. Saka Sana '° Vi Ibid., no. 11, pl. 
XIV, 7. (pl. 
VII, 6). 

5. Silada!*! Bhadra - IMC, Vol. I, p. 
88, nos. 2,2,a 

6.  Silada Bacharna ? Ibid., p. 89 no. 
12, pl. XIV,8 
(pl. VIL, 7). 

7. Sildda — — Pasana'” IMC, Vol.I, p. 

89, : no. 14. 
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References 


BMC,GSKBI, pp. 120-121, Pl. XXV, 1, 2; PMC, Vol. I, pp. 178-179, 
Pl. XVII, 1; JMC, Vol. I, pp. 33-34, Pl. VI, 14; CCK, p. 26, Pl. XIV, 
£9 


The corrupt Greek legend varies from coin to coin. See BMC,GSKBI, 
p. 122. Also, on four coins from Sirkap, the bust of Hermaios is 
turned to left instead of to night. See Taxila, Vol. I, p. 785. 


BMC,GSKBI, p. 122, Pl. XXV, 3, 4; PMC, Vol. I, p. 179, Pl. XVII, 8; 
IMC, Vol. I, pp. 65-66, Pl. XI, 1; CCK, p. 26, Pl. XIV, 4. 


CCK, p. 26. 
[bid. 
Ibid., p. 7. 


Two notes on Indian Numismatics, JRAS, 1897, p. 319: also CHI, 
Vol. I, p. 506. 

PMC, Vol. I, p. 178, fn. 1. . 

BMC, GSKBI, p. 187. 

C If, Vol. Il, Pt. 1, pp. LX I- LXIV. 

GBI, p. 504. 

Ibid. 

CH, Vol. ll, Pt. I, p. 6, no. Hf. Dr Thaplyal also interprets this su 
as king See Studies in Ancient Indian Seals, p. 42. 

See GBI, p.503. 

Ibid., p. 504. 

New Indian Antiquary, Vol. I, 1938-39, pp. 269-271. 


Baldev Kumar, The Early Kusdnas, p. 29. 
See the coins of Kaniska I, Huviska, and others in PMC, Vol. I. 
CASE, pp. 14-15. 


Satya Shrava, The Kushana Numismatics, p. 62. Cf. Baldev Kumar, 
The Early Kusdnas, p. 26; PMC, Vol. I, p. 173. 


JRAS, Vol. XX, p. 240. 
BMC,GSKBI, p. 123, Pl. XXV, 5. 


CASE, p. 15, Cf. PMC, Vol. I, p. 181, fn. 1; Baldev Kumar, The Early 
usdnas, p. 26. 
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See supra, Type 1. 
See supra, Type 2. 


CASE, PartI - The Greeks of Bactriana, Ariana, and India, Introduction, 
pp. 23-24. 


Ibid., pp. 28-29. 
CCK, p. 7. 


CASE, Part! - The Greeks of Bactriana, Ariana, and India, Introduction, 
p. 29. 


At Sirkap alone, 2,106 coins of the type “Bust of Hermaios: Herakles” 
have been found, Taxila, Vol. II, p. 785. 


CASE, PartI - The Greeks of Bactriana, Ariana, and India, Introduction, 
pp. 23-24. 


PMC, Vol. I, p.7. 

[bid., pp. 7, 172-173. 

IMC, Vol. I, pp. 4, 63. 

Indian Coins, p. 16. 

The Scythian Period, pp. 362-364. 
Bégram, pp. 120-121. 

CIT, Vol. I, Pt. I, p. LXIV. 

JNSI, Vol. XXII, p. 250. 

New Indian Antiquary, Vol. I, 1938-39, p. 273. 
JRAS, 1906, p. 194, fn. 1. 

CHI, Vol. I, p. 506. 

CHI, Vol. I, p. 507. 

Ibid., p. 506. 

JTH, Vol. f, p. 29. 

Taxila, Vol. 1, pp. 66-75. 

The Scythian Period, pp. 356, 362-64. 
Bégram, pp. 120-121. 

Cf. Narain /G, p. 159. 
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50. 
51. 
52. 
53. 
54. 
a5: 
56. 
57. 
58. 
59. 


60. 
61. 


66. 


67. 


GBI, pp. 503-04. 

Book 88. 

JAOS, 1941, p. 240. 

IG, p. 161. 

JNSI, Vol. IX, Pt. I, pp. 6-7. 
lbid., p. 7. 

Ibid., pp. 9-10, Pl. IB, 1-5. 
JNST, Vol. EX, Pt. I, p.8. 


_ The Age of the Kushanas - A Numismatic Study, pp. 18-20. 


Ibid., p. 21. Also see B.N. Pun, India Under the Kushdanas, pp. 15- 
16. 


The Early Kusdnas, pp. 25-26. 


Ibid., pp. 27-28; cf. D.C. Sircar, AU, p. 138, and fn. 3, where Sircar 
says that Hermaios had entered into an alliance with Kadphises I 
against the Pahlavas. Kadphises I probably subdued the other four 
Yueh-chi principalities with the help of Hermaios. But Hermaios was 
overthrown by the Scytho-Parthians inspite of the help from his 
subordinate ally. Kadphises I, however, later defeated the Parthians, 
and drove them out of Kabul. This success he achieved “as a 


champion of the cause of his dead overlord”. 
ASIAR, 1929-30, p. 56. 

The Early Kusdnas, pp. 27-28. 

See infra, Chapter VII. 


Cf. Smith, JMC, Vol. I, pp. 87-88; Whitehead, PMC, Vol.I, pp. 211- 
212; Cunningham, NC, 1893, pp. 93-128, 176-202; 1894, pp. 242- 
293, especially, p. 276. 


It is this symbol that shows that the Kaniska mentioned 
here is a successor of Vasudeva I, i.e., Kaniska III, as 
distinguished from the two earlier kings of the same name. 
See Altekar in VGA, p. 13, fn. 1. 


See Cunningham, Later Indo-Scythians, p. 118. Also, PMC, Vol. I, 
pp. 211-212, Pl. XIX, 231; JMC, Vol. I, pp. 8%88, Pl. XIV, 1,2 
(Kaniska III) ; p. 88, Pl. XIV, 3 (Vasudeva II). 
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68. 
69. 
70. 
71. 
72. 
73. 
74. 
75. 


76. 


77. 


77a. 


78. 
79. 
80. 
81. 


INSI, Vol. XXX, pp. 195-198. 
PMC, Vol. I, p. 211, Pl. XIX, 231. 
INSI, Vol. XXX, p. 196. 

Ibid., p. 198. 

Ibid., p. 196. 

JNSI, Vol. XLV, p. 146. 

JNST, Vol. XLV, pp. 146-147. 


Ina personal communication with Savita Sharma and Maruti Nandan 
Tiwari, Prof. Joe Cribb, Keeper of the Department of Coins and 
Medals in the British Museum, expressed the view that the emphasis 
on the left breast is because of poor engraving, and that this is a usual 
Siva figure. See JNSI, Vol.XLV, p. 146, fn. 5. 


The coins have not been described here individually because, as 
Stated earlier, the obverse device is invariably the same. We have 
two varieties of the reverse device - APAOXPO and OHPO- on the 
coins of Kaniska II]. The Tables -I and II - have been prepared on 
the basis of this variety of the reverse device. 


Based on the Table given by Cunningham, Later Indo-Scythians, p. 
119. The references - without brackets-to plates in the last column of 
the Table here are also from Later Indo-Scythians, unless otherwise 
stated. The plate and coin numbers given in brackets in the last 
column refer to illustrations given by us. 


Based on the Table given by Cunningham, Later Indo-Scythians p. 
120. References - without brackets - to plates in the last column of the 
Table here are from Later Jndo-Scythians, unless otherwise stated. 
The plate and coin numbers given in brackets in the last column refer 
to illustrations given by us. 


See Table I, 4. 
See Table J, 11. 
See Table I, 5-8. 


This Vasudeva was most probably Vasudeva II, who succeeded 
Kaniska III. Vasudeva II seerns first to have served under his father 
in the capacity ofa provincial governor (see VGA, p. 14). R.D. Banerji 
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82. 
83. 


84. 


85. 
86. 
87. 
88. 
89. 
90. 
91. 
92. 
93. 
94. 
oD: 
96. 
97. 
98. 
99. 


100. 
101. 
102. 
103. 


104, 


has tried to show that the Vasu mentioned on these coins was different 
from Vasudeva II (See JASB,NS, IV, pp. 87-88). He does not seem 
to be justified in his view. See VGA, p. 14, fn. 2. 


Later Indo-Scythians, pp. 116-117,119. 


It may also be Virupaksa. See Bhaskar Chattopadhyay, The Age of 
the Kushdnas - A Numismatic Study, p. 99. 


Altekar also suggests Mahisvara as a possible form of the letters 
Mahi. VGA, p. 14. 


Cunningham, Later Indo-Scythians. p. 117. 
Altekar, VGA, p. 14, Cf. Cunningham, Later Indo-Scythians, p. 119. 
JASB,NS, IV, p. 84. 

See Table I, 9. 

See Table I, 7. 

See Table I, 8. 

See Table II, 1. 

VGA, p. 14. 

Later Indo-Scythians, p. 116. 

JASB,NS, IV, pp. 83-86. 

VGA, p. 15. 

[bid., p. 14. 

Ibid., p. 16. 

Ibid., p. 15. 

Ibid., p. 16. 

Later Indo-Scythians, P\. I, 2, 17. 

[bid., Pl. 1, 13. _ 

VGA, p. 16. 


Cunningham, Later Indo-Scythians, Pl. Il, 10. Thomas (ndian 
Antiquary, Vol XII, p. 8) explains the female figure as Ardha-nani, or 
ArdhanarisSvara. Cunningham rejects this explanation, and regards it 
as a figure of Ardochsho. See Later Indo-Scythians, p. 124. 


Indian Antiquary, Vol. XII, pp. 6-11. 
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105. 
106. 
107. 
108. 
109. 


110. 
11. 
112. 
113. 
114. 


115. 
116. 


117. 
118. 
119. 


120. 


121. 
[22 


Later Indo-Scythians, pp. 120-121. 

Ibid., oa 122-123. 

See R.C. Majumdar, CA, p. 57; Altekar, VGA, p. 20. 
JASB,NS, IV, p. 92. 


See Bhaskar Chattopadhyay, The Age of the Kushdnas - A Numismatic 
Study, p. 106. 


See [bid., pp. 105, 106. 

Cunningham, Later Indo-Scythians, P\. Il, 11. 
JASB,NS, IV, p. 93. 

CA, p. 57. 


See Bhaskar Chattopadhyay, The Age of the Kushanas 

- A Numismatic Study, p. 106. 

JRAS, 1893, p. 145. 

Is it possible that Gadahara was the name of a tribal chief who first 
served under the Kidara-Kus4nas, then asserted independence, and 
finally, surrendered to Samudragupta? After the death of 
Samudragupta, he might have continued to serve under Chandragupta 
IT. 

IMC, Vol. 1, Pl. VII, 162. 

[bid., Pl. VII, 165. 

The plate and coin numbers given in brackets in the last 

column of the Table here refer to illustrations given by us. 

It has also been read as Sena. See Bhaskar Chattopadhyay, 

The Age of the Kushdnas - A Numismatic Study, p. 106. 

Smith reads it as Sdlada. See IMC, Vol. I, pp. 88-89, nos. 1, 12, 14. 
The name has been read by Smith as Padsaka. See IMC, Vol. 1, p. 89, 
no. 14. Others read it as Pasana. See Bhaskar Chattopadhyay, The 
Age of the Kushdnas - A Numismatic Study, p. 106. 


4 


INDIGENOUS JOINT ISSUES OF 
THE PRE-GUPTA PERIOD 


There are certain joint issues of the pre-Gupta period, 
which we shall discuss here in a chronological order. In the 
Panichala series of coins, there is a joint coin of Damagupta and 
Vangapala. As Vangapdla appears to have flourished in c. 150 
B.C.,! we shall take up this Pafichala joint issue first of all. The 
reign of the Satavahana ruler Satakarni I is generally placed at the 
end of the first century B.C.,? and so, the Satavahana joint issue of 
Satakami I and his queen Naganika is being discussed after the 
Panchiala joint coin. The alleged joint issue of Devamitra and 
Ayumitra in the Ayodhya series of coins is placed last of all, 
because these rulers are believed to have flourished after the end 
of the Kusana rule in eastern U.P? 


PANCHALA JOINT ISSUE 


The Pajichdla coins “form one of the longest and most 
uniform series of ancient Indian coins.” The obverse is invariably 
the same , with the three Pafichala symbols, S1, S2, and S3, and 
the king’s name in the genitive below the symbol, the whole “in a 
Square die impressed on a round coin, in the incuse.”> The reverse 
device comprises a deity or asymbol of a deity on a pedestal, with 
railing in front, and pillars on either side.°The name of the deity on 
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the reverse “forms as a rule a component of the issuer’s name”, 
this deity being the patron deity of the issuing king.’ 

M.B.L. Dar published a Pafichala coin bearing the name 
of Vangap4la on the obverse, and that of. Damagupta on the 
reverse.® 


Obv. : The three Pafichala symbols,S1, S2, S3, on the top; king’s 
name “Tagapalasa’’® in Brahmi below; partially visible chakra 
symbol on the I. 


Rev. : Legend Damagutasa ina small oblong remnant of 
the incuse formed on the obverse in the upper 
portion, the outline of the third Panchala symbol 
placed as a first symbol, and is countermarked 
with the symbol found on the reverse of the coins 
of Phalgunimitra.!° 


Copper. Round. (Pl. VII, 8). 


Dar’s reading of the obverse legend of this coin as 
Tagapalasa is reported to have been corrected to Vangapalasa by 
Rao Bahadur K.N. Dikshit.’! This reading has been accepted by 
scholars like V.S. Agrawala,'* and A.S. Altekar.!? 


Dar took the Damagupia-Vangapala coin as acounterstruck 
piece," and it has been argued that the coins of Vangapala were 
counterstruck by Damagupta.'° K.M. Shrimali, however, takes 
them as joint issues of Vangapala and Damagupta.'*He is of the 
view that in the early stage of their career, Vangap4ala and 
Damagupta ruled conjointly, which period of joint rule is 
represented by their joint coins. But soon they parted their ways, 
and ruled independently over different regions. This is represented 
by their independent issues. Finally, Vangapdla asserted his 
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supremacy over Damagupta, and this is represented by a coin in 


the Ashmolean Museum, Oxford, the obverse of which “clearly 
shows that Vangapala overstruck the coin of a king, whose name 
we read as Da(magu)tasa.”'’ K.M. Shrimali also suggests that 
Damagupta and Vangapala might be two names of one and the 
same person, which suggestion, he himself admits, “seems highly 
improbable.”"* His third suggestion is that it is also likely that at 
first, Damagupta ruled alone, then with Vangap§la, and finally, 
Vangap4la ruled alone. But he feels that the testimony of the 
Ashmolean Museum coin fits in better in the first sequence 
suggested by him.'’? We, however, feel that Shrimali’s second 
sequence seems to be more likely, and logical, than the first one. 
Damagupta seems to have associated in government one Vangapala, 
who appears to have overthrown Damagupta after some time, to 
have counterstruck the independent issues of Damagupta, and to 
have ruled independently.” This sequence of events, too, would 
explain the independent issues of Damagupta, the joint issues of 
Damagupta and Vangapala, the coin of Damagupta restruck by 
Vangapala, and the independent issues of Vangapala, the only 
problem being that on the joint issues, the name of Vangapala 
appears on the obverse side with the three Panchala symbols, and 


hence, he appears to have been the more important of the two.”! 


It may also be suggested that in the early stage of their 
respective careers, Vangapdla and Damagupta ruled separately, 
and issued their independent coins. After some time, Vangapala 
seems tohave defeated Damagupta, to have restruck the independent 
issues of the latter, and to have associated him in government as 
a subordinate ruler. This would explain the presence of the name 
of Vangapala on the obverse of the joint coin issued by Vangapala 
and Damagupta. We feel that this sequence of events better fits in 
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with the combined testimony of the independent issues of 
Damagupta and of Vangapala, with the Ashmolean Museum coin 
of Damagupta (7?) restruck by Vangapala, and the joint issue of 
Vangapala and Damagupta mentioning the former on the obverse, 
thus denoting that he was most probably the more important of the 
two.” 


SATAVAHANA JOINT ISSUES 
We now come to an interesting Satavahana coin bearing 
the names of Satakarni [I] and Naganika. 
Obyv. : Brahmi legend, beginning at X : Ramfo Siri-Sata- 
[ka]; below, within an oblong enclosure, Brahmi 


legend : Naganikaya; to 1., figure of a horse*with 
head off the flan. 


Rev. : “Ujjain symbol with a Svastika in each single- 
‘lined orb. A pellet between the orbs of the symbol.” 
Tol., “a spear like object, with a lathe-worked gnip 
and two projections on the shaft.” 


Silver. | Round. (Pl. VII, 9). 


This coin is the earliest known silver coin of the 
Satavahanas.*> As the obverse legend gives the names of both 
Satakami [I] and Naganika, it has been suggested that the coin- 
type was a joint issue of this king and his queen.”° Mirashi is of the 
view that this joint issue of Satakamni [I] and Naganika shows that 
Naganika had great influence and power in the government of the 
Satavahana kingdom.?’ 


There is, however, some controversy regarding the 
relationship between Satakarni I and Naganika’. Naganiki is 
regarded as the queen of Satakarni I by most of the scholars. 
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Katare, however, suggested that she was the mother of Satakarni 
1,8 as the figure of Naganika is seen before that of Satakarni at 
Naneghat. It has also been suggested that she acted as a queen- 
regent for her son.”’ Mirashi, however, rules this out. He suggests 
that the image of Naganika was sculpted before that of the king 
because of the prestige in which the queen was held.*° He takes the 
discovery, from Junnar, of this coin bearing the names of Satakami 
[I] and Naganika as proof of Naganika’s being the wife of 
Satakarni 7! P.J. Chinmulgund, who first published this coin, also 
used the evidence of this coin to show that Naganika was the wife 
of Satakarni I. | 
According to Chinmulgund**and Mirashi*’, the figure of 
the horse seen on the obverse of this coin refers to the Asvamedha, 
and they suggest that this coin was issued on the occasion of the 
horse-sacrifice performed by Satakarnil. The Naneghat Inscription 
of Naganika refers to two ASvamedhas performed by Satakami I.34 
Chinmulgund says that the spear-like object with a grip, which, 
according to him, represents the sichi used by the queen during 
Asvamedha, also points at the celebration of the horse-sacrifice 
being depicted on this coin. The séchi on this coin is quite similar 
to that seen on the ASvamedha type coins of Samudragupta.*But 
while the Gupta ASvamedha type coins show the figure of the 
chief-queen on the reverse, but her name is not mentioned on the 
coins, the Satakami I - Naganik4 coin mentions the name of the 
queen, but her figure is not depicted on the coin.*° Chinmulgund 
argues that only the mahisi, who had an important function to 
perform during the Asvamedha, would be represented on the coins 
issued on the occasion of a horse-sacrifice. As the name of 
Naganika is mentioned on this coin, she can only be the queen of 


Satakami I. This argument seems to be very logical, as well as 
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forceful. 
Chinmulgund does not regard the Satakarni I - Naganika 


coin as a joint issue,~’ and is of the view that her name is mentioned 
on this coin, issued on the occasion of the ASvamedha, because of 
the part she had played as the mahisi during the sacrifice. If this 
be accepted, the coin is only a commemorative medallion 
celebrating the Asvamedha(s) performed by Satakarni I. But it is 
equally possible that the Satakami I - Naganika coin is a joint 
issue, for itis well-known that Naganika was an influential person 
in the Satavahana administration. The coin may be a joint issue, 
as well as a commemorative medallion. 


AYODHYA JOINT ISSUE 


The Ayodhya coins get their name from the fact that most 
of them have been found on that site.**These coins are of three 
distinct classes, with the first class being represented by “a few 
rare cast coins”; * the second class by square cast coins, purely 
indigenous in style, with bull (or rarely, elephant) before symbol 
on obverse, and a group of five or six symbols on reverse;““the 
third is represented by round die-struck pieces with “seal-like 
impression characteristic of early Indian struck coins,””’ with bull 
on obverse, and a bird on reverse. The coins of Class III are quite 
distinct from those of Class II, and are generally taken to be the 
issues of two separate dynasties.” 


A coin belonging to Class II] is very interesting in that it 
bears the names of two rulers, Devamitra and Ayumitra on the 
obverse. 


We shall now describe this coin. 
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Oby. < Humped bull standing to 1., before yzpa;“a fillet 
hanging from the yZpa; Brahmi letters Sri below 
head of bull. Below the animal, Brahmi legend in 


two lines : 
Devamitrasa 
Ayumi. 
Rev. Standard surmounted by peacock* (mayiara- 
dhvaja), in 1. field; palm tree in r.; below, a curved 
line.* , 
Copper. Round. (Pl. VII, 10). 


This is perhaps the first coin from Ayodhya to clearly bear 
the names of tworulers on a single piece “ though traces of Brahmi 
letters in a second line of legend have been noticed by Smith*’ and 
also by K.D. Bajpai “8and hence, they regard the coins as double 
struck. But to O.P. Singh, “the occurrence of both names on the 
obverse of present coin is, decidedly, significant.’ He feels that 
this coin might possibly be a jointissue of Devamitra ad Ayumitra. 
On this basis, O.P. Singh suggests that it is possible that Ayumitra, 
who first ruled alone, later ruled in association with Devamitra, 
and this period of joint-rule was followed by the rule of Devamitra 
alone.*' We, however, feel that as the name of Devamitra occurs 
in the first line, while that of Ayumitra in the second line, 
Devamitra would appear to be the senior of the two. Bela Lahiri 
places Ayumitra after Devamitra, but with Satyamitra in between 
the two.” But if the present coin is a joint coin of Devamitra and 
Ayumitra, as suggested by O.P. Singh, there would appear to be 
no place for the reign of Satyamitra between those of Devamitra 
and Ayumitra. To us, the sequence of events seems to be (a). 
Devamitra, (b) Devamitra with Ayumitra, and (c) Ayumitra. From 
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the extreme rarity of the independent issues of Devamitra,* it 
would appear that the independent rule of Devamitra was a very 
short one. 


However, a semicircle with one spoke attached with the 
bull’s head, another semicircle behind the bull’s hump, a symbol 
like the Brahmi pa below this second semicircle, another symbol 
like the Brahmi sra below the head of the bull, the clearly 
discernible restriking on the letter ya of the second line of the 
Brahmi legend on the obverse, and the traces of an earlier 
impression on the reverse, have led O.P. Singh to suggest that the 
coin might be a coin of Ayumitra restruck by Devamitra.** On this 
basis, he says that Devamitra dethroned Ayumitra, and restruck 
his coins. In support of this suggestion, he opines that Devamitra 
struck his peacock-standard in place of the peacock of Ayumitra; 
that the letters va and. ma of Devamitra in the obverse legend are 
palaeographically more advanced, and belong almost to the post- 
Kus4na period; and that the Brahmi letter Sribelow the head of the 
bull might symbolise the sovereignty of Devamitra, who, 
obverthrowing Ayumitra, had established his Svi.*° 


The occurrence of this Brahmi letter Sri below the head of 
the bull is significant. It does not appear to be a part of the name 
of Devamitra, for it is inscribed separately on this coin, and on the 
pieces mentioning Devamitra alone, it does not occur.*° O.P. 
Singh suggests*’that the bull before yipa on the obverse of the 
Devamitra-A yumitra coin is suggestive of the depiction of Siilagava 
Yajna, which was performed to procure “wealth, space, purity, 
sons, cattle, long life, splendour, etc.” i.e., all-round prosperity 
or Sri. As such, the Brahmi Srihas.to be considered in association 
with the obverse device of the coin.*? 
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Thus, the Devamitra - Ayumitra coin might be a joint issue 
of these two rulers. It is also equally possible that it is a coin of 
Ayumitra restruck by Devamitra. If it be taken as a joint issue, it 
would appear that Ayumitra followed Devamitra, for the name of 
the former appears after the name of the latter in the obverse 
Brahmi legend of the coin. But if the coin is taken as an issue of 
Ayumitra, restruck by Devamitra, whose name is incised in bold 
characters” on the obverse, it would appear that Devamitra came 
after Ayumitra.°! 


A large number of silver and copper coins of the Kunindas 
mentioning Maharaja Amoghabhiiti on both the obverse and the 
reverse have come to light.** Some scholars are of the view that 
these coins extend over several centuries (150 B.C. to 100. 
A.D.),® and thus find it difficult to regard Amoghabhiti as the 
name of a person. Some of the others who regard him as a king, 
do not ascribe all the coins to one person alone. They feel that the 
coins might have been issued by several kings in the name of 
Amoghabhiuti, after his death. K.P. Jayaswal has suggested that 
Amoghabhiti was not the name of a king, but it appears on the 
Kuninda coins as an official title of the kings of that tribe, 
Amoghabhiti meaning “of unfailing prosperity”. The large 
number of these coins seems to support Jayaswal’s view, but 
Allan is of the opinion that the coins of Amoghabhiti do not extend 
over a considerable period.® As such, Jayaswal’s conclusion may 
not be regarded as a final one,°’ and Amoghabhiti might or might 
not have been the name of a king. 


A few years back, L.C. Gupta published some Kuninda 
coins from Ambala District in Haryana mentioning Amoghabhiti 
in the obverse Brahmi legend and King Prajapati Akhyasya in the 
reverse Kharosthi legend.® 
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Obv.  : Standing deer to r.; female figure standing 
| (sometimes on lotus-bloom) facing; flower in 
uplifted r. hand of the deity. Brahmi legend : 
Rajfia Kunidasya Amoghabhitisa (around) 

Mahardajasa (below). ‘ 


Rev. Six-arched hill symbol surmounted by a single 
chhatra; nandipada on top of it; to its left, vajra 
symbol with svastika ontop of it; to the right of the 
hill symbol, a conventional tree-in-railing; curved 
line below. Kh. legend: Ravia Kunidasa Prajapati 
Akhyasa (around) Maharajasa (below). 


Copper. Round. 


L.C. Gupta has concluded from this coin-type: that 
Amoghabhiti was the title of the king, and Prajapati Akhyasya 
was his name.” 


We feel that there can be two other possibilities. If Ailan’s 
view that Amoghabhiti was the name of a king is correct, it would 
appear from this coin that Amoghabhiiti, probably towards the end 
of his career, associated one Prajapati Akhyasya in government as 
a co-ruler after the fashion of his Scytho-Parthian and Kusana 
predecessors. Again, if the view that Amoghabhiti was the name 
of a king and that some of the coins bearing his name were issued 
by his successors after his death is correct, Prajapati Akhyasya 
might have been one of his successors who deviated from the 
tradition of mentioning the name of Amoghabhiti alone on the 
Kuninda coins, and mentioned his own name on the reverse.”! 
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JOINT ISSUES OF THE 
IMPERIAL GUPTAS 


The Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi type of coin is the only 
joint coin in the whole of the Imperial Gupta coin series. K.S. 
Shukla published a gold coin bearing the name of Bhanugu(pta) on 
the obverse and the legend Sri PrakaSaditya on the reverse,! and 
regards it as joint coin of the Gupta emperor Bhanugupta and his 
vassal king or viceroy, PrakaSaditya. But, as has nghtly been 
pointed out by T.P. Verma,’ this is not a joint issue, but the issue 
of the Gupta emperor Bhanugupta, whose dditya title was 
Prakagaditya> Thus, as stated earlier, the Chandragupta I - 
Kumaradevi coin-type is the only known joint coin of the Imperial 


Guptas. 


The Chandragupta I - Kuma@radevi coin-type is a very 
controversial type, and there has been much discussion regarding 
its attribution. Therefore, we have discussed it in greater detail, 
referring to the various views. So far, various scholars have 
ascribed this coin-type variously to Chandragupta I, to 
Samudragupta, and to the Lichchhavis. Ifthe coin is attributed to 
Chandragupta [, it stands proved that Gupta coinage started in his 
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reign. Butifthe coinis ascribed to Samudragupta, he becomes the 
originator of the Gupta coinage. Here lies a great significance of 
this coin-type.* | 


Regarding the find-spots of the Chandragupta I - 
Kumi§radevi coins, Altekar had remarked, “Their recorded find- 
spots are Mathura, Ayodhya, Lucknow, Sitapur, Tanda, Ghazipur, 
and Banaras in U.P. and Bayana in the Bharatpur State. It is 
strange that no finds of his coins should so far have been recorded 
in Bihar, the home province of the Gupta empire.”*>However, he 
himself writes in the same work° that one coin of the Chandragupta 
I - Kumaradevi type has been discovered in the Hajipur hoard in 
Bihar.’Recently, the discovery of a gold coin of this type has been 
reported from Chandraketugarh in West Bengal.® 


We shall now describe the coin-type in detail. 


Obv. Chandragupta [I], standing facing |.; wearing 
trousers, head-dress, and close-fitting tailed coat; 
also earnings, armlets, necklace; holds crescent- 
topped and filleted standard in 1. hand; offers with 
r. hand an uncertain object to Kumfaradevi, who 
is standing facing the king to r.; wearing s&ri, an 
upper garment, close - fitting head-dress; also 
earrings, necklace, armlets; r. han-t akimbo; 1. 
hand hands down; on some coips, crescent 
between king and queen, who are usually, but not 
always, nimbate.”Legend in Gupta Brahmi : 
Chandra under king’s |. arm, and gupta outside 
the standard: in |. field, Sri Kwmnéradevi,”° or 
Kumaradevi-Sri," or K umdradevt-Srih." 


Rey. : Nimbate goddess, dressed in sdri, bodice, an 
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upper garment, also necklace, circular pearl 
ornament round the forehead; seated on couchant 
lion, to r. or 1.; both legs hang down,'* but she 
is never astride the lion; her feet rest on a circular 
mat;!"holds pasa in r. hand, cornucopiae in 1. 
hand; usually traces of back of throne visible 
behind her on 1."In r. field, Brahmi legend : 
Lichchhavayah, in a straight line.!? 


Gold. Round. (Pl. VII, 11; Pl. VII, 1-4). 


The identification of the deity depicted on the reverse of 
the coin-type here poses a difficult problem, for, as stated earlier, 
she holds a pasa in her right hand, a cornucopiae in her left hand, 
and is seated on a couchant lion. The earliest depiction of goddess 
with lion is believed to be found on the obverse of a coin-type of 
Azes I,”°and she is identified variously as Laksmi,”! Parvati,”? and 
Durga.~*Nana is seen riding a lion on the obverse of a coin-type of 
Huviska.”* Again, on the reverse of a coin-type of Kaniska III, we 
find the depiction of a goddess seated on a lion.”° 


Smith does not attempt to identify the goddess on the 
reverse of the Chandragupta I - Kumiradevi type.°Allan describes 
her as Laksmi at one place?’and as Laksmi, or Ambika, or Durga, 
at another place.”* Altekar, like Allan,” suggests that Nana on lion 
on the coin of Huviska could not have served as the prototype for 
the deity on the Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi type, as the coin of 
Huviska is “rather too early.”° He suggests that the deity on the 
Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi type is modelled partly on the 
goddess APAOXPO on the Saka coin-types*! from where is 
adopted the comucopiae in the left hand and the noose in the right 
hand of the goddess, and partly on the goddess seated on lion on 
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the coin-type of Kaniska III,**from where is adopted the lion as the 
mount of the goddess on the reverse of the Chandragupta I - 
Kumi§aradevitype. Altekar seems to be in favour of identifying this 
deity as Durga.*® 

The cornucopiae in the hand of the deity seems to indicate 
the identity of this goddess with Laksmi, for cornucopiae, in Greek 
mythology, is the “horn of plenty” and the symbol of prosperity. 
In the Indian context, this attribute seems to fit in better with 
Laksmi, the goddess of prosperity.**But the noose and the lion- 
mount of the goddess tend to identify her with Durga. Bhattacharya 
brought to light a reference by Hemadri to Simhavahini Laksmi.*> 
R.K. Dikshit has referred to two Khajuraho sculptures depicting 
‘Simhavahini Gaja Lakshmi’, and a third one depicting Laksmi 
seated in the lap of Visnu, with her left foot resting on a lion.*°On 
this basis, he identifies the deity on the Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi 
type with “Simhavahini Laksmi”. But this Laksmi cannot be Saivi 
Laksmi as suggested by D.N. Shukla.*’ Shive Nandan Misra 
regards her as “a synthesis of these two deities - Vaishnavi 
Mahalakshmi and Adyasakti Mahalakshmi, but conceived 
primarily as Vaishnavi Mahalakshmi.’”® He cites a reference to 
the noose as attribute of Adydgakti Mahalaksmi in the 
Devyatharvasirsa.2° Again, inthe ‘Adyadi SriMahdlakshmi Hridaya 
Mahamantra’ given in the Atharvanarahasya, Vaisnavi*® 
Mahalakshmi is described as holding a lotus-bloom and riding a 
lion*! Interestingly, on the lion-slayer type of Kum4ragupta I,*” the 
goddess, seated on a couchant lion, holds a stalked lotus-bloom in 
one of her hands, and this agrees fully with the above textual 
description of Vaisnavi Mahalaksmi. 


Interestingly, S.V. Sohoni takes the couchant lion on the 
reverse of the Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi type as a lion-throne 
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(Simhasana), and recognises the deity as Rajya-Laksmi.® 


O.P. Singh, however, identifies the godness as 
Sarvamangala,“ for she is described in the Visnudharmottara 
Purana as riding a lion. But, as he himself points out, the four 
attributes of Sarvamangala, as given in the said Purana, are 
aksasitra, padma, Stila, and kamandalu,** while the goddess on 
the reverse of the Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi type holds a noose 
and a cornucopiae in her two hands. O.P. Singh explains this 
difference by saying that “the figure probably represents an 
evolutionary stage of the iconography of Sarvamangala.”*° 


The Imperial Guptas were Paramabhagavatas, i.e., devout 
worshipers of Visnu, as 1s quite clear from their epigraphic 
records. Does this not render the identification of the deity on the 
reverse of the Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi type with Laksmi (or 
Mahalaksmi),*’ the consort of Visnu, more likely ?“° 


There is no doubt regarding the significance of the obverse 
device of the Chandragupta I. - Kumaradevi coin-type. It depicts 
the scene of the marriage of Chandragupta I and Kumaradevi. 
According to V.S. Pathak,” this is the Saubhdgya pradana scene. 
He cites the evidence of Hiranya-Kesi-Grihyasitra® which lays 
down that the bride should be seated to the right of the bridegroom 
at the time of marriage, and this practice is reiterated by the later 
smritis.”' This position is maintained till the giving of Saubhagya 
to the bride by the bridegroom.*? Some of the authorities quoted by 
T.A. Gopinatha Rao state that in the Kalyanasundara miirtis, 
Parvati must be seated to the right of her consort, Siva.5? Such 
images were very popular in the Gupta period. We have several 
references to them in Sanskrit literature of the period.™ 


Moreover, the king is here shown presenting a bangle or 
Smdtradani to the queen. Bangle is presented by the bridegroom 
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to the bride at the time of marriage.*> Sindiirakarana, too, is an 
important ritual of marriage. Sri Harsa refers to this figuratively 
in Naisadhiya Charitam*® Therefore, the obverse of the 
Chandragupta I - Kumiaradeévi coin depicts the marriage scene.*’ 


Sohoni, however, holds a different view. According to 
him, the obverse scene is a “development from an earlier and 
common representation of a king offering oblations on a fire- 
altar.”°> He says that the obverse shows the king offering 
oblations on a fire-altar before leaving for a war. That he 1s leaving 
for a war, according to to Sohoni, is clear from the fact that he is 
wearing a varabana, which Kalidasa describes as prasthana- 
kalochita-charuvesa, i.e., “a dress fit for being wom when moving 
out for an expedition.” 


Sohoni further says that though the queen is looking 
intently at the thing held by the king, she is making no movement 
to accept the thing from the king’s hand. He suggests that the thing 
is abangle or armlet, which is for the personal use of Chandragupta 
1 himself as a charm for luck. There are several instances in 
ancient Indian literature of persons wearing such an ormament for 
luck before proceeding for a war or a trying voyage. In the 
Harsacharita, Harsais described as putting ona bracelet (pratisara) 
after worshipping fire. Sohoni says that Chandragupta I is 
showing the ornament to Kum4@radevi for “pointedly bringing it to 
his queen’s notice that he was, in fact, having it with him.’ 


We now discuss the various theories put forth by scholars 
regarding the attribution of this Chandragupta I - Kumfradevi 
type. The earlier scholars regarded this coin-type as an issue of 
Chandragupta [. 


Smith is of the view that Chandragupta I married 
Kumiaradevi, who belonged to the Lichchhavi clan which at the 
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time held sway over Pataliputra, that through this marriage, he 
“succeeded to the power of his wife’s relatives”, and that he issued 
this coin-type “in the names of himself and the Lichchhavis 
jointly.” Allan, however, finds this doubtful, and on the basis of 
the evidence of I-Tsing® that even Gupta, the grandfather of 
Chandragupta I, was in possession of Pataliputra, suggests that 
Chandragupta I could not have received the sovereignty of 
Pataliputra from the Lichchhavis.™ 


D.R. Bhandarkar, too, ascribes this coin-type to 
Chandragupta I. He also regards the Lichchhavis as masters of 
Pataliputra. He conjectures that after the marnage of Chandragupta 
I with Kumaradevi of the Lichchhavi clan, all the chiefs and their 
heirs got killed in some battle or through some catastrophe, and 
as there remained no male claimant to the Lichchhav1 state, it 
passed as “patrimony” to Kumaradevi. As she was a Hindu wife, 
her husband, Chandragupta I “was naturally associated with her in 
this rule”. The presence of the name and figure of Kumaradevi 
along with those of Chandragupta I on the obverse of the 
Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi coin-type shows that she was an 
actual ruler. Thus, Bhandarkar regards this coin-type as a joint 
issue, 


Allan, however, put forth the theory that this coin-type is 
not an issue of Chandragupta I, but of his son, Samudragupta, who 
is here commemorating the “union of Chandragupta I with the 
Licchavi family,’ through this series of coins. He is of the view 
that Chandragupta I conquered the Lichchhavis of Vaisali, and 
“that his marriage with Kumaradevi was one of the terms of the 
treaty of peace.”°’He also suggests that the Guptas took pride in 
their association with the Lichchhavis not so much due to any 
material advantages gained by this association as it was due to the 
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ancient lineage of the Lichchhavis.* 


Allan argues that the Standard type of Samudragupta is 
a closer copy of the later Kusina types”than the Chandragupta I 
- Kumaradevi type,”! and finds it difficultto explain Samudragupta’s 
“return to a relatively slavish imitation of Kushan types after the 
comparative originality of his father’s coin”,” if we regard this 
coin-type as an issue of Chandragupta I. 


Allan further says that we have no evidence of the circulation 
of late Kusana or Saka coins in the Gupta territory at the time of 
Chandragupta I. The Guptas could have come into contact with 
the later Kusanas only in the time of Samudragupta, and as such, 
the Guptas could have had knowledge of the later Kus4na coinage, 
which served as the prototype for their own coinage, only during 
the reign of Samudragupta after the Daivaputra Sahi Sahanusahi 
had “surrendered the enjoyment of their territories”? tohim. Thus 
Gupta coinage could have begun only during the reign of 
Samudragupta, and to him must go the credit of issuing the 
Chandragupta I - Kum4aradevi coins to commemoraie the marriage 
of his parents.” 


Allan compared the fabric of the Chandragupta I - 
Kumaradevi type with that of some Standard type and Archer type 
coins of Samudragupta,”° found the fabric to be similar, and came 
to the conclusion that these must be contemporaneous issues.’° 


Most of the coins of the Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi type 
Show traces of the back of the throne behind the goddess on the 
reverse, as also the Standard, ’’Archer,’*and Battle-axe ” types of 
Samudragupta. Allan is of the view that “the coins which bear 
most traces of the throne are the earliest, while the latest bear 
practically no trace of the throne.’”®° On this basis, he places the 
Chandragupta - Kum4radevi coins after the Standard and Archer 


Joint Issues of the Imperial Guptas 141 
a 


types of Samudragupta." 

The goddess, seated on lion and holding a comucopiae, on 
the reverse of the earliest Lion-slayer of Chandragupta 
Il®resembles very closely the goddess on the reverse of the 
Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi coins. This suggests to Allan that 
the former coin-type immediately followed the latter.** So the 
Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi type has to be placed towards the 
close of the reign of Samudragupta. 


The Standard and other coin-types of Samudragupta bear 
long metrical legends referring to his conquests, and, hence, they 
were probably not issued at the beginning of the reign of 
Samudragupta.** Allan says that if Chandragupta I had started the 
Gupta coinage, “it would be remarkable that Samudragupta did not 
immediately continue their issue”® 


Lastly, Allan argues that it is unlikely that Chandragupta 
I, who had a comparatively long reign, “was content to issue ‘joint’ 
coinage throughout his reign.’”®° As such, Allan says that 
Chandragupta I - Kumidradevi coin-type cannot be attributed to 
Chandragupta I, but has to be regarded as the issue of his son and 
successor, Samudragupta, to commemorate the marriage of his 
parents and his own Lichchhavi association. He thus gives the 
credit of starting the Gupta coinage to Samudragupta.*’ 


But most of the arguments put forth by Allan in favour of 
his theory that the Chandragupta I - Kum4radevi type was issued 
by Samudragupta to commemorate his parents, do not seems to be 
very convincing. 


First, we shall take up the circumstances, which, Allan 
believed, led to the marriage of Chandragupta I and Kumaradevi, 
and the reason he gives for the issue of these coins by Samudragupta. 


142 Aspects of Ancient Indian Numismatics 


He says that the marriage was a result of the victory of Chandragupta 
I over the Lichchhavis, and that the Guptas took pride in their 
Lichchhavi association becat'se of the ancient lineage of the latter 
clan.®8 


Altekar, however, has aptly pointed out that there is no 
evidence to show that Chandragupta I had defeated the Lichchhavis.” 
Moreover, the “persistent and reverential allusion to the Lichchhavis 
in the Gupta inscriptions and on the Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi 
type of coins does not portray the Lichchhavis as a defeated and 
helpless people.” Altekar has also pointed out that in cases of 
marriages dictated after the defeat, the sons born of such marriages 
never take pride in calling themselves as “daughter’s son” of the 
defeated ruler or people.*’ On the contrary, all the official Gupta 
documents describe Samudragupta as Lichchhavi-dauhitra, which 
shows their pride in their Lichchhavi association. In ancient India, 
to be known as son-in-law, or as daughter’s son of so and so, was 
not a very flattering circumstance,?'and such relations were 
mentioned only when the son-in-law or the daughter’s son had 
received substantial help from the family of the wife or mother.° 
Therefore the marriage alliance with the Lichchhavis must have 
had great significance for the Guptas. But, as pointed out by R.C. 
Majumdar,” according to the Manava-dharma-Ssastra,the 
Lichchhavis were Vratya Ksatriyas, Vratyas being those who, not 
fulfilling their sacred duties, were excluded from the Savitri. “As 
purity, in the orthodox sense, counted for more than the antiquity 
of the family in ancient times, it may be doubted whether the Guptas 
laid so much stress on their Lichchhavi descent merely for the sake 
of social prestige.”*> Hence, the importance of the marriage alliance 
with the Lichchhavis was political, rather than social.» 


As regards Allan’s argument that the Standard type of 
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Samudragupta 1s a closer copy of the Kusana prototype than the 
Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi type, and, hence, has to be placed 
before the latter?’ Altekar observes that the relative closeness 
does not necessarily prove that the Standard type of Samudragupta 
is chronologically earlier than the Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi 
type, which shows lesser imitation of the Kus4na prototype.”* The 
Archer type of Skandagupta” depicts the king wearing Kusana 
type coat and trousers, while the same type of his grand-father, 
Chandragupta II shows the king wearing a dhoti.! Altekar 
queries that whether the Archer type of Skandagupta, which 1s 
closer to the Kusana prototype, can be placed chronologically 
earlier than the Archer type of Chandragupta II, which shows 


greater Indianisation?’”! 


Moreover, Alterkar points out that the originality of the 
obverse design of the Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi type was 
dictated by the political circumstances. The marriage of 
Chandragupta I with Kum§radevi led to the amalgamation of the 
Gupta and Lichchhavi states. But the proud Lichchhavis seem to 
have insisted upon maintaining their identity. Hence the name and 
figure of Kumaradevi along with those of Chandragupta I on the 
obverse.!” 


Again, the reverse of this coin-type is not so original as it 
appears, and, according to Altekar, is modelled partly after the 
Saka coin-type'and partly after the type of Kaniska III.'™ 


Altekar does not accept Allan’s view that the Guptas were 
not familiar with the Late Kusana coins which served as prototype 
for the Gupta coinage, until the surrender of the Daivaputra Sahi 
Sahanusahi during the reign of Samudragupta. He says that 
Pataliputra, Gaya, and Allahabad, which were included in the 
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kingdom of Chandragupta I, were important trade centres and 
places of pilgrimage, and the later Kusana gold coins must have 
been in circulation in those places. One such coin was discovered 
during the excavations at Kumarahar near Patna in 1913. Hence, 
the Guptas could have been familiar with these later Kusana gold 
money and used them as the prototypes for their own coinage even 
before the boundaries of the Gupta empire first touched those of 
the Later Kusana kingdoms during the reign of Samudragupta.'™ 


Allan has placed the Chandragupta I - Kum§aradevi type 
after the Standard and the Archer type of Samudragupta on the 
basis of the traces of the back of the throne visible on the reverse.’ 
Altekar, however, points out that some of the Archer type coins of 
Chandragupta II°’ show even greater imitation of the Kusana 
prototype on the reverse, than the Chandragupta I - Kumiaradevi 
type, because on the former, the goddess is depicted as seated on 
a high-backed throne.” 


Again, on the basis of the close resemblance between the 
deity on the reverse of the Lion-slayer type of Chandragupta II and 
that on the reverse of the Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi type, Allan 
regards the former type as having immediately followed the latter, 
as stated earlier.’ It may, however, be pointed out that the early 
Gu, ta coins show traces of foreign influence,'’° but an attempt, on 
the part of the Gupta artists, to Indianize the foreign coin-type is 
evident right from the beginning of the Gupta coinage.''’ Hindu 
tradition does not approve of a king holding his own standard. But 
due to the foreign (Kus4na) influence, Chandragupta I is seen 
holding a standard on the Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi coin,'” 
and Samudragupta on his Standard type.’!’ However, after the 
Standard type of Samudragupta, the standard in the hand of the 
king was replaced by a bow’ or a battle-axe,' in an attempt to 
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Indianize the coin-type. If, following Allan, we are to place the 
Chandragupta I - Kum4radevi type after the Archer type of 
Samudragupta, and before the Lion-slayer type of Chandragupta 
II, how are we then to explain the “return to a relatively slavish 
imitation of Kushan types after the comparative originality” of the 
Archer and Battle-axe types of Samudragupta, where the standard 
in the hand of the king is already replaced by the bow and the battle- 
axe respectively?!’ 


It is true that the Standard type of Samudragupta, which 
appears to be his earliest issue, bears the long metrical legend 
referring to victory in a hundred battles.'’® But it need not be taken 
at its face value to mean that Samudragupta actually issued this 
coin-type after a hundred victories in battles.'!? Could it be that the 
victories referred to here are those gained over the other claimants 
to the Gupta throne, whom Samudragupta appears to have 
superseded,'*° and who might have contested his succession ? If 
so, the Standard type of Samudragupta could have been issued 
quite early in his reign, when he had consolidated his power by 
defeating these other contestants to the Gupta throne.'?!As such, 
there need not be any long gap between the Chandragupta I - 
Kumaradevi type of Chandragupta I, and the Standard type of 
Samudragupta. 


Why was Chandragupta I content to issue joint coins 
throughout his reign ?!2? Altekar suggests!“that Chandragupta I 
owed so much to the Lichchhavis for the foundation and growth of 
his empire, and that the Lichchhavi alliance was so important to 
him politically, that the discontinuance of the Chandragupta I - 
Kumiaradevi type would have been “very inadvisable”. Also, he 
believes that though Chandragupta I had a long reign, he ruled as 
Maharajadhiraja for a very short period of time. He started 
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issuing coins only after having formally assumed the title of 
Maharajadhiraja.'**As such, he did not issue the Chandragupta I 
- Kumaradevi type of coins for a very long time.'” 


Therefore, there seems to be no convincing reason for 
regarding this type as an issue of Samudragupta to commemorate 
the marriage of his parents and his own Lichchhavi association. 


R.D. Banerji regards the Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi 
coins aS commemorative medals struck by Samudragupta in 
memory of his father, and also to commemorate the Gupta - 
Lichchhavi alliance.'° He is of the view that the importance of this 
alliance to the Guptas was political in nature, and that the Guptas 
received material help from the Lichchhavis. But he gives an 
altogether different reason for the Guptas taking help from the 
Lichchhavis.'*’ He opines that Magadha, and even the whole of 
North-eastern India, might have been under the rule of the Kus4nas, 
for we nave epigraphic evidence of the annexation of Magadha to 
the Kusana empire by Kaniskal, whose Mahaksatrapa Kharapallana 
was governing North-eastern India, and whose Ksatrapa Vanaspara 
was probably in charge of the extreme North-east, from Varanasi 
to Eastern Bengal.'** Banerji says that Chandragupta I led the 
people of Magadha in their war of liberation from the Kusdna 
rule!”? and in this war, he was assisted by the Lichchhavis,’either 
because of the marriage of Kum4radevi to Chandragupta I,'*' or 
because of the Guptas themselves having being descended from 
the Lichchhavi oligarchs.) 


This view, however, seemstobe untenable. The epigraphic 
record Banerji mentions as an evidence of the Kus4na rule over 
Magadha dates to A.D. 81,'2 while Chandragupta I came to power 
in the early decades of the fourth century A.D. There seems to be 
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no evidence to show the continuation of the Kusana rule over 
Magadha up to the time of Chandragupta I. 


Brown also accepts the view of Allan, and ascribes the 
Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi coin-type to Samudragupta, and 
regards the type as a commemorative medallion.'** 


R.K. Mookerji, too, regards these coins as the issues of 
Samudragupta to commemorate his parents, and the Gupta- 
Lichchhavi alliance.'!* He further conjectures that as these coins 
bear on the reverse the legend Lichchhavayah, these coins were in 
circulation in the Lichchhavi territories, which passed into the 
hands of Chandragupta I as a result of the matrimonial alliance.'*° 
He suggests at another place in the same work, that these coins 
were the issues of the Lichchhavis, who had maintained their local 
autonomy as a republic even after becoming a part of the Gupta 
empire.'*’ But, it may be noted that the Lichchhavis as a repulican 
tribe are not know to have issued any coins. 


T.P. Verma has supported the view of Allan regarding the 
the attribution of this coin type.'** Apart from agreeing with the 
arguments put forth by Allan in favour of his theory, Verma also 
Says that on the basis of metrology, too these coins cannot be 
placed first in the Gupta series. He says that right form the reign 
of Samudragupta there is a gradual increase in the weight of the 
Gupta gold coins in every successive reign'*? But the weight of the 
Chandragupta I Kumaradevi type of coins, on an average, is more 
than the average weight of the Standard type of Samudragupta. 


Also, the average percentage of pure gold in the 
Chandragupta I - Kum4radevi type of coins is the highest in the 
whole of the Gupta Series, and it is seen that this average 
percentage of pure gold in the Gupta coins goes on decreasing in 
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every Successive reign , generally speaking. '*! 


As such, the Chandragupta I- Kum4radevi type, which has 
the highest percentage of pure gold in the entire Gupta series of 
gold coins, should be placed first in that series.'** 


V.S. Pathak regards the Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi 
coin as a commemorative medal struck by Samudragupta to show 
his dual parentage, and his claim to the sovereignty of the 
amalgamated Gupta - Lichchhavi territory.'*° 


The Gupta epigraphs refer to Samudragupta as 
Lichchhavidauhitra, 1.e., daughter’s son of Lichchhavi. Pathak is 
of the view that here the term dauhitra is used 1n its technical 
meaning of putrikad-putra - one of the twelve subsidiary sons. The 
Smritis sometimes used the term dauhitra in this sense. Baudhayana 
distinguishes between dauhitra and putrikd-putra.“ But Manu 
uses the term dauhitra in the sense of putrika - putra. Kulliika’® 
interprets dauhitra as putrika-putra.'* V.S. Pathak points out that 
“adopted, purchased and dauhitra sons are dvamushydayana,“’ and 
they belong to the family of their natural father as well as that of 
their maternal grandfather; who is considered for all religious 
purposes as father.'** He'“’also refers to Manu saying that “dauhitra 
in the absence of (natural) son inherits the whole property and 
offers pindas both to the natural father and maternal grand- 
father.”’!°° 


Hence, Samudragupta was a dvamusyayana, the natural 
son of Chandragupta I and the subsidiary son (of the dauhitra 
category) of his maternal grandfather. This 1s why he is introduced 
as Chandragupta - putrasya Lichchhavi - dauhitrasya Mahadevyam 
KumaradevyGmutpannasya. “The Chandragupta - Kum4radevi 
type of coins is a numismatic version of this line.”!>' The obverse 
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device of this type means Chandraguptaputrasya 
Kumdaradevydmutpannasya, and the reverse legend means 
Lichchhavidauhitrasya. Therefore, Samudragupta “although does 
not give his name, leave sufficient indications with regard to 
identity of the the issuer.”°* This is regarded to be “highly 
fanciful.””!3 


V.C. Pandey ‘is of the view that the chief of the 
Lichchhavis had no male issue. In ancient Indian polity, there is 
no provision for a daughter to succeed her father, but the son of 
one’s daughter can be adopted as one’s successor, and such a 
person 1S called putrika-putra. Samudragupta had been adopted 
by Kumaradevi’s father to succeed him. Chandragupta I also 
selected Samudragupta to be his successor, as is clear from the 
Prayaga PraSasti of Samudragupta.'*° Thus, “Samudragupta ruled 
in his dual capacity as a Lichchhavidauhitra in the Lichchhavi 
State and as the son and successor of Mahdarajadhirdaja 
Chandragupta in the Gupta state.”!°© The Chandragupta I - 
Kumaradevi type was issued by Samudragupta to commemorate 
his parents, his Lichchhavi association, and “to emphasise the 
duality of his claim to the throne.”’’’Pandey is of the view that the 
coin-type is the earliest type issued by Samudragupta, and that it 
is a commemorative medal.'*® But, as we have already stated, it 
seems to be difficult to regard this coin-type as an issue of 
Samudragupta. _ 


V.S. Agrawala!*’ is of the view that the Chandragupta I - 
Kumaradevi coin was issued by the Lichchhavis, because the 
legend Lichchhavayah occupies the reverse of the coin, the place 
generally reserved for the name of the issuer onthe commemorative 
medals of the Indo-Greek kings Agathokles,'°Antimachos,'*! and 
Eukratides.'** But we shall explain the actual significance of this 
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reverse legend later.'© 


Dr K. K. Thaplyal,'* too, is of the view that the 
Chandragupta I - Kum@radevi coins were issued by the Lichchhavis 
to commemorate the marriage of Kum4radevi with Chandragupta 
I, for, as Pathak suggests,’© the obverse of this type depicts the 
marriage scene of Chandragupta I and Kum§aradevi. 


Dr Thaplyal further suggests!© that the Lichchhavi state 
seems to have been governed by a council of chiefs, presided over 
by a head (raja), whose office seems to have become hereditary. 
The then ruling Lichchhavi head and the father of Kumaradevi, 
appears to have been without a male issue. As such, the prominent 
Lichchhavi chiefs must have become anxious to marry Kumaradevi, 
and to consequently gain the headship of the Lichchhavi council 
of chiefs. These chiefs must have requested the council for the 
hand of Kumaradevi in marriage, for, according to the Vinayapitaka, 
a Lichchhavi chief, desirous of marriage, could ask the council to 
select a proper bride for him.'*’ This competition for the hand of 
Kumaradevi among the Lichchhavi chiefs might have led to 
internal dissensions, from which the Lichchhavis had already 
suffered once in the time of AjataSatru. It was realised that 
marrying Kumaradevi within the Lichchhavi clan would have 
serious repurcussions, and therefore, it was decided that she 
should be married outside the clan, to Chandragupta I, but on the 
condition that the son born of this marriage would inherit the 
amalgamated Gupta - Lichchhavi state. The Lichchhavis 
commemorated this marriage by depicting the marriage scene on 
the obverse, and giving the name of their own clan on the reverse 
as commemorator, on this type. These medals were presented as 
souvenirs to the bridegroom’s party, who brought these pieces to 
their homes. This would explain why a large number of these 
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pieces have been found within the original Gupta territory, and 
relatively fewer pieces in the original Lichchhavi territory.'* 


The tradition of distribution souvenirs to the members of 
the bridegroom’ s party exists even to this day. But the Lichchhavis 
do not seem to have issued any coins of their own, and it naturally 
follows that they had no mintin their state. If they distributed these 
pieces to the members of the bridegroom’s party, they either had 
to borrow the art of striking such pieces from some other people, 
or to get these pieces struck in the mint of some other kingdom or 
state. 


Recently, B.B. Singh has comes forth with the view that 
the Chandragupta I - Kum4radevi coin-type is an issue of the 
Lichchhavis, struck during the life-time of Chandragupta I to 
evince, on the one hand, the separate entity of the Lichchhavt state, 
and to commemorate, on the other hand, the Lichchhavi-Gupta 
entente.'!° He says that had it been a joint issue of the Gupta and 
the Lichchhavi families, we would not have found the name of the 
Lichchhavis alone on the reverse of this coin-type.'”° He says that 
as P.L. Gupta suggests,'”! the father of Kum4radevi had no male 
issue, and, hence, she inherited the Lichchbavi state till her son 
attained youth, the work of administration of the Lichchhavi state 
actually being entrusted to her husband, Chandragupta I. As 
Kumaradevi was the legal heiress, the honorific title Sri is 
associated only with her name, and not with that of Chandragupta 
I, which would have been the case had this coin-type been a Gupta 
issue.'”? B.B. Singh accounts for the presence of these coins in the 
original Gupta territory by saying that the Lichchhavis had existed 
as a distinctly separate entity during the life-time of Chandragupta 


I,’ and, hence Chandragupta I wanted Samudragupta, who was to 
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“inherit the Lichchhavi state on gaining adulthood, to succeed him, 
so that there could be an amalgamation of the Gupta and the 
Lichchhavi states. Therefore, he popularised the Chandragupta I 
- Kumaradevi coins in the Gupta territories “to impress the 
position of Samudragupta on the minds of the people at large”, and 
“to prepare his subjects mentally for the fact that the off-spring of 
his Lichchhavi queen alone weuld inherit him.”'” 


This, however, seems to be hardly convincing. This 
suggestion of B.B. Singh can account for the presence of these 
Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi coins, which he believes were 
issues by the Lichchhavis, in the Gupta territories, but certainly 
not for their rarity in the Lichchhavi territory. Also, as stated 
earlier,'’° the Lichchhavis are not known to have issued any coins. 
Again, as pointed out earlier,'”° if the Lichchhavis, who were at the 
time being effectively ruled by Chandragupta I, had issued these 
coins, why did he not issue coins himself ? As such, it is difficult 
to regard these coins as the issues of the Lichchhavis. 


Altekar is of the view that the Chandragupta i - Kum4radevi 
type is a joint issue of Chandragupta I and Kumaradevi. He does 
not regard this as a commemorative medal issued by Samudragupta, 
for the name of Samudragupta does not appear on the coin, which 
is quite inexplicable if this coin -type is regarded as an issue of 
Samudragupta.'”” No commemorator, while issuing a 
commemorative medallion, fails to mention his name on the same. 
The Indo-Greek ruler, Agathokles, while commemorating the 
earlier Greek, Graeco-Bactrian, and Indo-Greek rulers, identifies 


himself on the reverse as BALIAEYONTOZ AIKAIOY 
AIT AQOKAEOY® ;'” Antimachos, on his commemorative 
medallions, is identified as BAZIAEYONTOL @EOY 
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ANTIMAXOY ;'”? Eukratides, on this issues struck in memory 
of his parents, is mentioned as BAXIAEQY BAZIAEON 
MET AAOY EYKPATIAHZ!®° 


Sohoni points out that “there was enough indication left by 
Samudragupta to indicate a reference to him, viz., names of his 
parents and of acommunity which had helped him.”"*' V.S. Pathak 
suggests that the obverse legends Chandragupta and Kumaradevi- 
Sri, and the device of the marriage scene on the obverse may 
together be taken as meaning Chandraguptaputrasya 
Kumaradevyamutpannasya.'* But this is “highly fanciful.”'®? 
V.C. Pandey is of the view that “It was due to his sense of modesty 
and reverence for his parents that he refrained from parading his 
own figure and name on these coins.”!** This, too, does not appear 
to be very convincing. If Samudragupta, by issuing these coins, 
was proclaiming his right to the royalty of both the Gupta and the 
Lichchhavi states, or was commemorating the Gupta-Lichchhavi 
alliance, it is hardly likely that he would just indicate, and not 
explicitly mention, his name on the coin, and that too out of a 
“sense of modesty and reverence for his parents.” 


Therefore, the coin should not be taken as the issue of 
Samudragupta. Jayaswal!*also “scoffed at the idea of an Indian 
son commemorating his parents’ marriage”.'** He says that “the 
coins whereon Chandragupta I is caressing his wife” could only 
have been issued by Chandragupta I himself.'*” 


Altekar suggests that at the time of issue of the 
Chandragupta I - Kuma@radevi coins, there was joint rule in the 
Gupta empire. The marriage of Chandragupta I with Kumaradevi 
of the Lichchhavi clan led to an amalgamation of the Gupta and the 
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Lichchhavi states,'™ in which Kum4radevi, due to one of the terms 
of the matrimonial alliance between the Guptas and the Lichchhavis, 
“was not merely a queen consort but a queen regnant”.!®? This 
necessitated the issue of a joint coin bearing the name and figure 
of Kumaradevi, the Lichchhavi princess,’ long with those of 
Chandragupta I on the obverse.'*' Alterkar remarks, ‘The 
Lichchhavis claimed to be equal partners with the Guptas in the 
new empire and so it was necessary to put their name on the 


reverse.”’!92 


As against this view of Altekar that there was an 
amalgamation between the Guptas and the Lichchhavis, leading to 
the joint rule of Chandragupta [ and Kumaradevi, it has been 
argued as to why the Lichchhavis - a republican people - formed 
a joint rule with Chandragupta I - a monarch ?!°° And if they had 
developed a monarchical form of government, why are the 
Lichchhavis mentioned as Lichchhavayah in plural on the reverse 
of the Chandragupta I - Kum4radevi type ?'** 


But R.C. Majumdar had already stated, “The use of the 
tribal name in plural number seems to imply that a vestige of the 
old republican constitution still persisted among the Lichchhavis, 
but the position of Kumaradevi indicates something like a hereditary 
monarchical constitution in actual practice.”!* So, the Lichchhavi 
government seems to be de jure a republic, but de facto a 
monarchy. This would also solve T.P. Verma’s problem that the 
“Jogic that a daughter of a gana-rajya was a ‘legal heiress’ does not 
sound well.”!* 

Several theories regarding the attribution and circulation 


of the Chandragupta I - Kumiradevi type of coins have been put 
forth on the basis of the reverse legend Lichchhavayah. But we 
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fee] that the actual significance of this legend lies elsewhere. After 
the amalgamation of the Gupta and the Lichchhavi states, 
Chandragupta I and Kumaradevi seem to have ruled over the 
consolidated territory as representatives of the Guptas and the 
Lichchhavis, respectively, in this joint rule. When they issued the 
joint coinage, the very name of Chandragupta 1, which occurs on 
the obverse of the coin showed that he represented the Gupta 
dynasty. But the name of Kumaradevi gave no indication of her 
family, which she represented in the joint rule. As such, the name 
of her family was introduced on the reverse of the coin-type; on the 
reverse because first, there was no space for this purpose on the 
obverse, and secondly, because traditionally, ina Hindu mamiage, 
the position of the family of the bride was regarded as inferior to 
that of the family of the bidegroom. But why is the name of the 
Lichchhavis in the plural number, when the purpose of identification 
could have easily been served by referring to the tribe simply in the 
singular number ? The name of the Lichchhavis is given on the 
coins in the plural number, 1.e., as Lichchhavayah, because, as 
stated earlier,'?’the Lichchhavi government appears to be de facto 
a monarchy, but it was still de jure a republic. 


Sohoni had suggested earlier that the Chandragupta I - 
Kumaradevi type was an issue of Chandragupta I, struck after his 
marriage with Kumaradevi, “a marriage preceded by conquest.”'”* 
He believed that Chandragupta I defeated the Lichchhavis, and his 
marriage with Kumaradevi was one of the terms of peace. But this 
view,too, does not seem to be acceptable because had this been the 
case, Samudragupta and his successors would not possibly have 
taken pride in calling him the dauhitra (daughter’s son) of a 
vanquished race. !% 


About the obverse device of the coin, Sohoni asserts, and 
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that too quite emphatically, that it “was not Indian’ but was 
associated with Persia, in the early years of the Gupta rule, mainly 
with the Sassanian kings of Ctesiphon. He says that the scene of 
Chandragupta I offering a wedding ring or armlet to Kumaradevi 
seems to be inspired by similar scenes that occur on the coins and 
bas-reliefs at Naksh-i-Rustam and Tak-1-Boston of the Sassanian 
period. He gives illustrations of these coins and bas-reliefs to 
prove his point. In Figure 1,”°' Ardeshir I is seen receiving a ring 
from Ahura Mazda. In Figure 2,*°* Ardeshir I is bestowing a ring 
upon his son, Shapur I. In Figure 4,?°?Varahran II and his queen 
are seen together holding a ring. Sohoni says that the dress, 
Omaments, symmetry of depiction and attitude of the two royal 
pairs in Figure 4 and on the obverse of the Chandragupta I - 
Kumaradevi coins have a striking similarity.*°° The ring in the 
hands of the Sassanians is described by the poet Faurast-e- 
Shirazi,”as halka-e-mauhada, i.e., “the ring of excellence, 
symbolic of success, peace, and excellence of religion.”?"’Crescent 
on the early Gupta coins, too, might have been borrowed from the 
coinage of the feudatories of the Sassanians, and from the coinage 
of the Sassanians themselves, as pointed out by Sohoni.?" 


Sohoni says that “political subordination is not necessary 
to imitate a detail of a coin type.’ He also says, “Not for a 
moment is it suggested that Chandragupta I was either directly or 
indirectly subordinated to a Sassanian king at any stage of his 
career.””!° But he also queries, “But why did his son play the role 
of a liberator in the west; and what was the reason for his military 
activity being deflected to the south ?”’?"' 


There is, however, no evidence to suggest that 
Chandragupta I was subordinate to any Sassanian ruler at any 
stage of his career. He is invariably referred to as Maharajadhiraja 
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a 
on his coins and in the Gupta epigraphs, and in the Gupta period, 
the title of Maharajadhirdaja indicated independent status of the 
king. 

Altekar, while examining these theories of Sohoni,!” 
points out that the obverse device could not have been borrowed 
from Persia. On the Sassanian coins and sculptures, referred to by 
Sohoni in support of his theory, the kings are seen receiving a ring 
from Ahura Mazda, or princes from kings. In the representation 
of Varahran II and his queen, both of them are together holding the 
ring; the king is not presenting it to the queen. As such, there is 
no exact parallel of this type in Sassanian coimage and art, 
although this does not completely rule out Sohoni’s theory. 


Then, the Sassanian coins are very rare in India, and no 
Sassanian coins have so far been known to be in circulation during 
the fourth century A.D. within the area where Chandragupta I is 
believed to have ruled. Also, these coins, which Sohoni believes 
served as prototypes for the Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi type, 
were not common in Persia itself. So, the Gupta moneyers could 
not have possibly used them as prototypes for the Chandragupta 
I - Kumaradevi type.?!? 


Moreover, as Altekar has pointed out,”!* the idea of a wife 
receiving a gift from her husband is a common one in many lands, 
and we have several similar instances in ancient Sansknit literature. 
Sita received a valuable chiidamani from Rama.25 When Dusyanta 
was parting from Sakuntala in the hermitage, he gave her a ring as 
token of his having married her.”!°Therefore, it was not necessary 
for the Gupta moneyers to derive inspiration from Sassanian art to 
represent Chandragupta I as presenting a wedding ring to his 
queen.”!’ Incidentally, on the King-and-Queen-on-Couch type of 
Chandragupta II, the king is again shown offering a present to his 
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queen.*!® Kumaragupta I, too, is seen offering a bunch of flowers 
to his queen on his King-and-Queen type of coins.”!° 


Later, Sohoni himself changed his view regarding the 
foreign - Persian - origin of the obverse device of the Chandragupta 
I - Kumaradevi type. He writes, “I had not then 7” realised that 
what was shown on this obverse composition was not a copy 
inspired by such precedents, but an incident completely Indian in 
sentiment whose depiction was similar in appearance.””! 


Sohoni later changed his view regarding the attribution of 
this coin-type as well. Remarking at the improbability of “(a) an 
emperor sharing his power with relations of one of his queens, or 
her clan, or with that queen herself, or (11) his striking coins only 
according to one type, which moreover, was alleged to have 
represented a joint administration ; or (111) of such coin not having 
been associated with territories of that clan or dynasty”,””” Sohoni 
objects to the joint coin theory of Altekar,*” and suggests that “it 
was more likely that occurrence of names like Chandragupta - 
Kumi§radevi and Lichchhavayah was intended as unmistakable 
pointer not towards Chandragupta I but somebody else in whose 
career alone could be found an occasion for expressing gratitude 
to all these three, viz., his two parents and a community which 
helped him during a period of need,”?” i.e., Samudragupta. 


Sohoni further says that cornucopia and fillet were 
transformed into bija-kosa and sandla-kamala respectively by the 
Gupta artists. He takes the appearance of the bija-kosa and stalked 
lotus on the Chandragupta I - Kum4radevi coins as an evidence to 
show that the type was “based on a stage of development of this 
design which was later than that included on some other coin- 
types of Samudragupta.””5 | 
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Explaining the absence of the name of Samudragupta 
from the Chandragupta I - Kum4radevi type, Sohoni says that 
Samudragupta had left enough indications in the form of the 
names of his parents and of the community which seems to have 
helped the Guptas to indicate a reference to him.” As stated 
earlier, this does not seem to be acceptable.’ 


As regards the object held in the hand of Chandragupta 
which he seems to be offering to his queen, according to Altekar,*”® 
“The object offered has been differently represented on different 
coins.” He says that on some coins, it is a ring, held between the 
forefinger and the thumb.*” On others, it is a sindilradani, held by 
its handle by the king.”*? On yet other specimens, this object looks 
like a bangle or kataka,”*' but as a bangle cannot possibly be held 
in the manner in which it is shown on these coins, Altekar is of the 
view that it is the circular end of the sinduradani.**? Cunningham’ s 
suggestion that the object offered is a flower’** does not seems to 
be appropriate. 


An interesting thing to be remarked about this coin-type is 
that the queen, Kum4radevi, is represented on the obverse. This 
1S a rare occurrence in the tradition of ancient Indian numismatic 
art. The depiction of the queen along with the king on the obverse 
of this coin sheds valuable light on the exalted position of women 
in the upper classes of the society in the Gupta period.”* That this 
exalted position of women was maintained throughout the Gupta 
period seems to be proved by the occurrence of the figure of the 
queen on the coins of Samudragupta,”° Chandragupta II,”° 
Kumaragupta I,” and Skandagupta.”** 


New dimension is added to the issue by the discovery of 
Some silver coins of the Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi type. A.L. 
Srivastava was probably the first to bring a silver coin of this type 
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to the notice of the scholars,” and he reports that this coin is 
similar to the gold coins of this type in almost every respect. Later, 
other silver coins of this type were published by Y.B. Singh,” 
O.P. Singh! and B.R. Mani.””” Y.B. Singh regarded his piece as 
example of mint-testing.””° 


B.R. Mani points out that there are three differences 
between the silver coins examined by him, and the gold coins of 
the Chandragupta I - Kumiaradevi type. First, the name of 
Chandragupta I is written on the gold pieces as Chandra, while it 
occurs as Chamdra on the silver pieces. Secondly, the crescent 
between the heads of Chandragupta I and Kum§aradevi, seen on the 
gold coins, is absent on the silver coins.*“ Thirdly, the name of 
Kumaradevi occurs on the silver pieces without the honorific title 
of Sri.2“5 A fourth difference is that between the legs of the king, 
there appears on the silver coins a Brahmi letter la.“°As the 
occurrence of Brahmi letters on the obverse of the coins is a 
feature of the Kusana coinage, the silver coins of the Chandragupta 
I - Kum§aradevi type, which bear the Brahmi letter Ja on the 
obverse, have been placed chronologically earlier than the gold 
coins of this type where there occurs no solitary Brahmi letter in 
the field.?”’ 


Quite recently, B.N. Mukherjee has expressed grave 
doubts regarding the genuineness of the silver coins of the 
Chandragupta I - Kum@radevi type.”** He says that none of these 
silver pieces has been recovered from an excavation or from a 
hoard. He also says that a silver coin of this type examined by him 
appears to be a cast piece, while genuine Gupta coins appears to 
be die-struck. As such, he regards that coin as a forgery. He 
concludes, “All these considerations do not allow us to accept (in 
the present state of our knowledge) these silver pieces as products 
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of a Gupta mint.” 


A question that anses here is that silver is much less 
valuable than gold, yet gold coins of the Chandragupta I - 
Kumaradevi type have been found in relatively larger numbers, 
and also in hoards, while the silver coins of this type are very rare, 
and they are not definitely know to have come from hoards. Why? 


Then, again, it is known that symbols occur only on the 
gold coins of the Imperial Guptas, and not on their silver and 
copper issues;?°° yet the silver coins of the Chandragupta I - 
Kuméaradevitype mostly bear symbols.”*!This gives rise to another 
question. If the silver issues of the first Gupta emperor bear 
symbols, why are they conspicuous by their absence on the silver 
issues of the subsequent Gupta emperors ? 


The Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi type appears to be the 
only type issued by Chandragupta I.”*? Bailey had suggested that 
some coins of the Indo-Scythian style in his possession might 
have been the issues of Chandragupta I. He has, however, not 
illustrated these coins. One similar coin from the British Museum, 
published and illustrated in the Journal of the Asiatic Society of 
Bengal, 1884, Pl. III, 6, and another similar coin published by 
Cunningham,” leaves little doubt that what Bailey had hesitantly 


read as Chandra is actually Bhadra.’* 


Chhabra suggested that the unique Standard type coin, 
bearing the legend Paramabhagavata on the reverse should be 
attributed to Chandragupta I, and not to Chandragupta II.?° 
Altekar, however, finds this attribution as “not convincing” and 
because Chandragupta II had used the Standard type for the 
obverse of his King-and-Queen-on-Couch type,”°’and because 
Chandragupta I is not known to have adopted the title of 
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Paramabhadgavata, Altekar ascribes the unique Standard type 
with this legend to Chandragupta IT.?>* 


As such, the coinage of Chandragupta I seems to be 
confined to the Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi type alone. 


We have several epigraphic references to the marriage of 
Chandragupta I and Kum§radevi of the Lichchhavi clan. The 
Gupta epigraphic records usually mention Samudragupta as the 
son of Chandragupta I, born of Kumaradevi, and as the daughter’s 
son of the Lichchhavis,*” which definitely proves that Chandragupta 
I married Kumaradevi, who belonged to the Lichchhavi clan. As 
such, that Chandragupta I married Kumdradevi was never in 
doubt. 


However, to the best of our knowledge, this marnage of 
Chandragupta I and Kumaradevl is not referred to in ancient Indian 
literature. But K.P. Jayaswal is of the view that this marriage is 
mentioned in the Kaumudi Mahotsava.™ J ayaswal identifies 
Chandasena, mentioned in this literary work as the adopted son of 
Sundaravarman, the (Maukhari ?°°') king of Pataliputra, with 
Chandragupta I.?° This Chandasena, with the help ofhis Lichchhavi 
in-laws, occupied the throne of Magadha, but was himself dethroned 
after some time, and Kalyanavarman, the son of Sundaravarman, 
was installed as king of Magadha. 


As R.K. Mookerji points out,?® “The Lichchhavi alliance 
is the line of connexion between the drama and the inscriptions. 
Other stories of the drama, however, have no historical value.” 
The Kaumudi Mahotsava records the extermination of the entire 
family of Chandasena. The authoress of the play says, “The law 
of Varna is restored; the royal family of Chanda-sena is 
abolished.” This is “against history and cannot be explained 
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away.’ As such, itis difficult to identify Chandasena of Kaumudi 
Mahotsava with Chandragupta I. Therefore, there is no literary 
record of the marriage of Chandragupta I and Kumaradevi. 


The numismatic evidence of the Chandragupta I - 
Kumaradevi coins, which depict the marriage scene of 
Chandragupta I and Kum§aradevi on the obverse,” and the name 
of the Lichchhavis on the reverse, corroborates the epigraphic 
evidence of this matrimonial alliance. 


Artistically, the coins of the Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi 
type are of very high quality. The figures of the royal pair “are 
most effective by their point to point balance.’’*’ It has been said 
that an art of this calibre argues the urge of genius for self- 
expression.” 
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for circulation in the Gupta territory ? The same objection applies 
to Mookerji’s view. If the Lichchhavis, who formed part of the Gupta 
empire, issued coins for circulation in their own territory, why did 
Chandragupta I, who was, by virtue of his marriage with Kumaradevi, 
the supreme sovereign of the Lichchhavis, not issue coins for 
circulation in his own territory ? Again the same objection applies to 
the view of B.B. Singh, JNS/, Vol. XLI, pp. 78-81, that the coins were 
issues of the Lichchhavis to commemorate the Gupta - Lichchhavi 
alliance. They have all based their theories on the presence of the 
legend Lichchhavavah on the reverse of this coin-type. We shall 
return to the significance of this legend later. 
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SECTION II 
COMMEMORATIVE 
MEDALLIONS 


6 


COMMEMORATIVE 
MEDALLIONS OF THE INDO- | 
GREEK RULERS 


The commemorative nature of the coin described below is 
beyond doubt : 


Obv. : Head of Diodotos [I], diademed to r.; within pellet 
border. 
Rey. : Zeus striding to 1.; hurling thunderbolt with r. hand; 


aegis in 1. hand, which 1s extended; eagle and wreath 
in front at the feet of the deity. Monogram, Gr. 
legend : AIOAOTOY (r.) LOTHPOZ (1.).' 


Silver. Round. (P!.VHI, 5). 


The head that occurs on the obverse of this coin seems to be 
that of an elderly man. Whitehead describes it as bust of king 
(Diodotos), without distinguishing between the two Diodoti.’ 
Cunningham, who regarded all the elderly portraits as those of 
Diodotos II, regarded the portrait on this coin, too, as that of the 
second Diodotos.° 


Diodotos II, as pointed out by Narain,* is represented on his 
Own issues as a young man, and as such, the portrait on the coin 
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In question cannot be that of Diodotos II, and has to be of the first 
ruler of that name.° Lahiri supports the view of Narain, and regards 
the head on the coin to be that of diodotos I.° 


The coin under discussion was initially believed to be the 
normal issue of Diodotos, and was generally ascribed to Diodotos 
I. Cunningham, however, ascribed this coin to Diodotos II,’ for 
reasons already mentioned above. Whitehead assigned it to 
Diodotos; he does not distinguish between Diodotos I and Diodotos 
II.* Macdonald was perhaps the first to point out that this coin is 
not a regular issue of Diodotos, but a commemorative medallion.® 
He says that the reverse inscription of this coin, AAOQAOTOY 
LOTHPOY, is exactly similar to the obverse inscriptions of the 
coins of Agathokles and Antimachos commemorating Diodotos 
[I].'° The royal title, BAZIAEQZ is conspicuous by its absence, 
and in its place, which is as remarkable, there appears the title 
LOQTHP. “The style and fabric, too, are out of harmony with those 
of the regular coinage of Diodotos.” The die arrangement is TT, 
as against TJ which was the invariable custom in Bactria before 
the time of Euthydemos I. Finally, the monogram, which occurs 
on this coin, does not occur on the issues of Diodotos or his 
immediate successor, and occurs frequently on latercoins, Because 
of these reasons, Macdonald comes to the conclusion that these 
coins do not really belong to Diodotos, but are commemorative 
medals, struck most probably by Demetrios I, as the monogram on 
these coins first appears on the regular coins of Demetrios I, and 
the die adjustment shows that the AAOQAOTOY LQTHPOZX coins 
cannot be placed later than Demetrios I." 


Tarn, regarding the reasons given by Macdonald to treat these 
coins as commemorative medals, says that they “appear to me to 


be conclusive.”!* He, too, regards these issues as commemorative 
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medals struck by Demetrios I, and says that though Demetrios II, 
could possibly have struck these pieces, he would necessarily 
have put on them the word BASILEYONTOS and his name, 
following Agathokles and Antimachos.'? Thus, these coins were 
the only commemorative medals struck by Demetrios I. The 
theory of Macdonald regarding the nature and attribution of these 
coins has also been accepted by A.N. Lahiri. . 


A.K. Narain, however, feels, “There 1s nothing to support the 
theory of Macdonald that they are commemorative medals issued 
by Demetrius,”!® as they do not bear the name of Demetrios.” But 
he does not seem to be justified in saying that the coins under 
discussion do not bear any feature of later Indo-Greek 
commemorative medals.'* As has already been pointed out, the 
reverse inscription on these coins 1s exactly similar to the obverse 
inscriptions on the coins of Agathokles and Antimachos 
commemorating Diodotos. Narain also states that the die adjustment 
TT is noticed on some of the coins of Diodotos himself in H.L. 
Haughton’s collection and in the British Museum Collection,’ and 
says, “it is difficult to make any major point on the basis of die 
adjustments unless of course-a very large number of coins are 
personally examined.’*° As such, he regards these coins as the 
issues of Diodotos I himself. But he is still unable to account for 
the appearance on these coins of the monogram, which makes its 
first appearance on the normal coins of Demetrios I.”’ He has also 
not explained the absence of the title BAZIAEQ2, which would 
have been present had these coins been the normal issues of 
Diodotos I. Therefore, these coins should be regarded as 
commemorative medals struck, most probably, by Demetrios I, as 
suggested by Macdonald.” 
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Diodotos does not take the title of LQTHP on any ofhis normal 
coinage.”> Only on the coins of Agathokles and Antimachos, 
commemorating him alone is he given this title of “Saviour”. 
From this, it appears that notwithstanding Narain’s opinion to the 
contrary,” Diodotos did not assume the title of SQOTHP in his life- 
time, and it was only after his death that his successors used this 
title for him while commemorating him on their coins,”for the 
coins under discussion, which were the only evidence to show that 
he adopted the title of LQTHP, are commemorative medals issued 
after the death of Diodotos,”° struck most probably by Demetrios. 


COMMEMORATIVE MEDALLIONS OF 
AGATHOKLES 


The Indo-Greek ruler, Agathokles, is known to have struck 
five (possibly six) coin-types commemorating earlier historical 
personalities - Macedonian, Syrian, Graeco-Bactrian, and Indo- 
Greek. Similarly, Antimachos, too, is known to have issued two 
types of commemorative medallions, in honour of Diodotos and 
Euthydemos. 


These commemorative medallions have certain peculiar 
characteristics. The obverse shows the head of the commemorated 
king, and the Greek legend gives the name of this king, without the 
royal title of BAXIAEQS, but with an additional title like SQTHP, 
GEOX, etc.’ 


The reverse bears the figure of some divinity, and the legend 
on that face, also in Greek, gives the name of the issuing prince. 
A noteworthy feature of the reverse legends on the commemorative 
medallions of these two princess is that the prince does not take 
the titled of BAZIAEQYX, but BALIAEYONTOX. 


Commemorative Medallions of the Indo-Greek Rulers 181 


M. de Bartholomaei is of the view that BALIAEYONTOZ 
denotes atitle superiorto BAZIAEQX. Droysen, however, argued 
that BAZIAEYONTO2X denotes a subordinate position, and is 
inferior to BALIAEQ2.** The view of Droysen is supported by 
Cunningham.” The title of BAZIAEYONTOX occurs on a coin of 
Arsakes XII of Parthia, who served his father as a subordinate 
king. If this coin was issued during the life-time of the father of 
Arsakes XII, as Cunningham supposes, it must of necessity be an 
inferior title to BAZIAEQ.”°° 


Cunningham renders it as lieu-tenant.? ‘However, in two 
Ptolemaic epigraphs, the Rosetta Stone? and the Tanaitic 
inscription,” the term BAZIAEYONTOZ appears simply to man 
“during the reign’’.** It is now accepted by most of the scholars that 
BAXIAEYONTOZ2Z on the commemorative medallions of 
Agathokles and Antimachos, too, occurs in this very sense.*° 


On their commemorative medallions, Agathokles takes the 
title of AIKAIOZ, while Antimachos has the title of 9EOY. The 
reverse device is usually the characteristic device of the king 
commemorated on the obverse.*° 


It may also be mentioned here that except in case of the 
portraiture of Alexander, “there is no attempt at an exact 
reproduction” of the portrait of the commemorated ruler.*’ 


It is not certain whether these commemorative medallions 
were in circulation and passed as normal coinage, or were cherished 
as souvenirs. Macdonald, however, believed that they were 


“doubtless meant to pass current as money.” 


Agathokles commemorated Alexander, son of Philip, on his 
coins. The medallion-type is described below. 


Obv. : Head of Alexander in lion’s scalp to r.; whole within 
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pellet border. Gr. legend : AAEXANAPOY TOY 
olAINMOY. 


Rey. : Enthroned Zeus facing |.; eagle inr. hand; long sceptre 


in 1. hand; back of throne visible. Gr. legend : 
BAXIAEYONTO2X (r.) AIKAIOY (exergue) 
ATA9OKAEOY X(1.).? 


Silver. 7 Round. (Pl. VIII, 6). 


Antiochos is also commemorated on the following coin-type 
of Agathokles. 


Oby. :  Diademedhead of Antiochos tor.; within pellet border. 
Gr. legend : ANTIOXOY (r.)NIKATOPOZ (1), 
written vertically . 


Rev. : Naked Zeus striding to |.; hurling thunderbolt with r. 
hand; aegis in extended |. hand; eagle at the |. foot of 
the deity; wreath between aegis and eagle. 


Gr. legend: BAXIAEYONTO2X(r.) AIKAIOY (exergue) 
AT A@OKAEOY (1.).*° 


Silver. Round. (Pl. VII, 7). 


Who among the first three Antiochi of Syria is the Antiochos 
Nikator of these coins ? Gardner is of the view that “The balance 
of evidence is greatly in favour of AntiochosI orII.”"*!Cunningham, 
however, regards this Antiochos as Antiochos Megas, 1.e., the 
third Antiochos.*” It must be pointed out that neither of these three 
Antiochihad assumed the title of NIKATOP given to the Antiochos 
of these coins. Von Sallethas, however, pointed out, and probably 
rightly, that the reverse device on this coin-type is characteristic 
of Antiochos II, and as on these commemorative pieces, the 
reverse device adopted is the characteristic device of the ruler 
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commemorated on the obverse,” the ANTIOXOZ NIKATOP of 
these coins might be Antiochos II.“ This view also has the support 
of Macdonald.* 


Diodotos is given the title of CQTHP on the coins struck to 
commemorate him by Agathokles. This title is not known to have 
been borne by Diodotos in his life-time, and seems to be given to 
him by his successors on their commemorative medallions issued 
after his death,** as already stated. The description of coin-type is 


as below : 

Obv. : Head of Diodotos [I]*’ to r.; diademed. Gr. legend : 
AIOAOTOY (r.) LOTHPOX(1.), written vertically. 

Rev. : Naked Zeus striding to 1.; hurling thunderbolt with r. 
hand, aegis in extended |. hand; eagle at the I. foot of 
the deity’; wreath between aegis and eagle. Gr. 
legend : BAXIAEYONTOZ(..) oe (exergue) 
ATA9OKAEOYSE (1.).% 

Silver. Round. : (PI. VIII, 8.) 


Agathokles commemorated Euthydemos on his following 
coin-type : 


Obv. : Head of Euthydemos I to r.; diademed. Gr. legend : 
| EYOYAHMOY (r.) QEOY (1), written vertically. 
ev. : Naked Herakles, bearded, seated on rock to 1.; in r. 


hand, club, which rests on r. knee (or rock’); |. hand 
rests on rock. Gr. legend : BAZIAEYONTOZ (r.) 
AIKAIOY (exergue) AFAGOKAEOYE (L).* 


Silver. | Round. (Pl. VHT, 9). 


Agathokles also struck the coin-type described below, 
commemorating Demetrios Aniketos, probably his father.*! 


Oby. : Bust of Demetrios [I], diademed; wearing elephant’ s 
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scalp, to r.; within pellet border. Gr. legend : 
AHMHTPIOY (r.) ANIKHTOY‘(1.). 

Rey. : Naked Herakles, bearded; standing facing; club and 
lion’s skin in}. hand; crowning himself with r. hand. 
Gr. legend : BAZIAEYONTOZX (r.) AIKAIOY 
(exergue) ATABOKAEOY2 (1.).> 


Silver. Round. (Pl. EX. 1). 


P.L. Gupta has published a commemorative medallion of 
Agathokles, struck in honour of Pantaleon, probably his brother.* 


Oby. : Head of Pantaleon, diademed, to r. Gr. legend : 
MANTAAEONTOSEX (r.)ZQTHPOE (L.), written 
vertically. 

Rev. : Enthroned Zeus; sceptre in |. hand; standing 


Hekate on outstretched r. hand. Gr. legend : 
BAXIAEYONTOZ (r.) AIKAIOY (exergue) 
ATAGOKAEOYE (1.).*4 


Salver. Round. (Pl. IX, 2.). 


Only two coins of this type are known so far - one, published 
by P.L. Gupta, which 1s presently in a collection in the United 
States of America:* another, published by Henri-Paul Francfort, 
which was obtained in the Kabu] market, along with another 
commemorative medallion of Agathokles bearing on the obverse 
the name of Euthydemos.*° 


It was earlier conjectured that Pantaleon predeceased 
Agathokles.** This surmise is confirmed by this coin-type.*’ 


The title of LQTHP, given to Pantaleon on this coin-type, does 
not occur on the coins of Pantaleon himself, and Agathokles 
appears to have given this title of his own choice - of course, they 
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are very commonly used for majority of the Indo-Greek kings on 
coins, - to his brother,*® as he did also in the cases of Diodotos, 
Euthydemos, and Antiochos.°*? 


COMMEMORATIVE MEDALLIONS OF 
ANTIMACHOS 


As already mentioned, Antimachos commemorated on his 
coins, Diodotos, and Euthydemos. The first type is as described 


below : 

Obv. : Head of Diodotos [I], diademed, to r. Gr. legend; 
AIOAOTOY (r.) TLQTHPOS (1.), written 
vertically. 

Rev. : Zeus striding to |.; hurling thunderbolt with r. 
hand; aegis on extended |. arm; eagle at the 1. foot 
of the divinity; wreath between eagle and aegis. 
Gr. legend : BAXLIAEYONTOZX (r.) BEOY 
(exergue) ANTIMAXOY (1.).°° 

Silver. Round. (Pl. IX, 3). 


The coin-type struck by Antimachos in honour of Euthydemos 
may be described as follows : 


Obv.  : Head of Euthydemos [I], diademed, to r. Gr. 
legend : EYOBYAHMOY (r.) SEOY (1.), written 
vertically. 

Rev. : Naked Herakles, bearded, seated on rock to 1.; in 


r. hand, club resting on his r. knee; |. hand rests on 
rock. Gr. legend: BASIAEYONTOZ (r.) GEOY 
(exergue) ANTIMAXOY (1.).% 


Silver. Round. (Pl. IX, 4). 


It must be mentioned here that no king of any of the western 
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dynasties refers to himself as DEOX, “the god”, before Antiochos 
IV of Syria, while Antimachos refers to himself as 9EOX bothon 
his commemorative medallions, as has been Seen, as well as on his 
normal coinage.®' This Antimachos, according to Tran,® was a 
senior contemporary of the Syrian monarch. So, Tarn suggests, 
the Seleukid might have borrowed it from Antimachos.°®* The 
Futhydemid kings were not regarded as gods in their life-time, and 
it was only after his death that Euthydemos I was deified by 
Agathokles and Antimachos on their commemorative meddallions. 
Tarn is of the view that Antimachos adopted this title out of irony. 
He says, “And irony might be the explanation of Antimachos’ 
adoption of the divine title.”"™ Alexander, too, is known to have 
been ironical about his divinity.© 


COMMEMORATIVE MEDALLIONS OF 
EUKRATIDES 


The Indo-Greek ruler, Eukratides I, is know to have 
commemorated his parents, Heliokles and Laodike,” on two of his 


coin-types. 

TYPE 1 

Obyvy. : | Busts of Heliokles and Laodike, jugate to r; 
Heliokles is bare-headed, while Laodike, 
diademed; within astragalus border. Gr. legend: 
HAIOKAEOY (above) KAI AAOAIKH 2 
(below). 

Rey. : Bust of king (Eukratides I) diademed ; wearing 


smooth helmet, to r.; within astragalus border; 
Gr. Legend : BAXIAEY2 META 
EYKPATIAHY.® 


Silver. Round. (Pl. LX, 5). 
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TYPE 2 


Obv. : BustsofHeliokles and Laodike, jugate, tor., within 
astragalus border, as on Type |. Gr. legend: 


HAIOKAEOYE KAI AAOAIKHE 
Rev. : Bust of Eukratides I, diademed and helmeted, to 


lL; thrusting javelin with r. hand. Gr legen: 
BAZIAEY2 META2. (above) EYKPATIAH2 
(below)°’ 


Silver. Round. (Pl. IX, 6). 


It is noticed here that while on the commemorative medallions 
of Demetrios, Agathokles, and Antimachos, the reverse device 
adopted is the characteristic device of the ruler commemorated on 
the obverse, on these two commemorative coin-types of Eukratides, 
the reverse device consists of the bust of Eukratides himself in two 
different postures. Macdonald explains this by saying that as 
Heliokles and Laodike had struck no coins of their own, Eukratides 
“utilised his own portrait” on the reverse.™ But to differentiate 
between his own normal coinage and commemorative medallions 
appealing to the memory of Heliokles and Laodike, he puts his 
name on the latter in the nominative -EYKPATIAH2 - rather than 
in the genitive- EYKPATIAOY - “very much in the spirit in which 
Agathokles and Antimachos employed B...XIAEY ONTO2Zin place 
of the normal BAZIAEQS’’® 


That these two types of Eukratides are commemorative 
medallions is beyond doubt, for they compare favourably with the 
commemorative medallions struck by Agathokles and Antimachos 
in almost every respect.” There has, however, been some 
controversy regarding the identification of Heliokles and Laodike, 


the two persons commemorated on the obverse. Von Sallet 7- 
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Droysen had earlier hinted at this” - has propounded the theory 
that Heliokles of these coins was the son and successor of 
Eukratides, and Laodike was the daughter.of Demetrios by a 
Seleukid princess,” the daughter of Antiochos III, and that 
Eukratides 1s here commemorating their marriage, which was of 
great significance, politically, as it marked the reconciliation of 
the Euthydemid and the Eukratid houses, the two rival Indo-Greek 
royal families. | 


Macdonald, however, regards this theory as “inadmissable”’.”4 
Cunningham had earlier suggested that Heliokles and Laodike 
were the parents of Eukratides, rather than his son and daughter- 
in-law.’° He is of the view that Laodike was the daughter of either 
Antimachos or Agathokles.’* that Heliokles and Laodike were the 
parents of Eukratides is also the view held by Gardner.”’ He points 
out that while Heliokles does not wear a diadem, the invariable 
sign of royalty in the Greek East, Laodike is seen wearing a 
diadem, which shows that Heliokles was probably not of royal 
parentage, but Laodike was of royal parentage, a princess in her 
own right.” The portraits of Heliokles and Laodike on these two 
types are of two elderly persons, which lends additional support 
to the view that they were the parents, and not the son and 
daughter-in-law of Eukratides.’”? Gardner further says that the 
names of Heliokles and Laodike in the genitive case, and that of 
Eukratides in the nominative case almost compels one to understand 
the word YIOY, thus making the whole legend BAZIAEY2 
METAL EYKPATIAHE (YIOY) HAIOKAEOYE KAI 
AAOAIKHE, King Eukratides, (son) of Helioxles and Laodike’ .*° 
Eukratides, therefore, is here proclaiming his parentage. Finally, 
Gardner says that on careful comparison, the portrait of Heliokles 
on the commemorative medallions of Eukratides*' resembles that 
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of Eukratides,®rather than that of Heliokles,**the son and successor 
of Eukratides. This, Gardner suggests, “may be best accounted for 
by proposing that the artist constructed the head of the elder 
Heliocles after his death, on the analogy of that of his son, 
Eucratides.”* Here, we wou!d alsc like to add that had Heliokles 
been the son of Eukratides, t.. —‘suld almost certainly have been 
represented with a diadem, especially when his wife is shown 
wearing a diadem. Therefore, it becomes quite evident that 
Heliokles and Laodike were the parents of Eukratides, and that 
Heliokles never became a king. This view has been accepted by 
most of the scholars.®° 


The identity of Laodike, too, is a problem. Now, we cannot 
accept von Sallet’s view that she was the daughter of Demetrios, 
for it will make Eukratides the grandson of his arch-enemy, 
Demetrios, an “impossible conclusion.” 


Macdonald and Tar are of the view that Laodike was a 
Seleukid princess,®’ Laodike being a common name in the royal 
family of Syria.*® According to Tarn, Laodike was a daughter of 
Seleukos II, whose type, mounted Dioskur, was adopted by 
Eukratides, the son of Laodike. This would mean that Laodike was 
a sister of Antiochos III of Syria.® 


Regarding Heliokles, Tam suggests that as he is shown 
without a diadem, he was a common man- a great commoner - 
“general of some satrapy” under Antiochos III, for he “could 
hardly have given his sister to a lesser man.””? He says that 
Heliokles was supposedly not a mere general, but the governor of 
the upper (eastern) provinces. He had succeeded Antiochos IV in 
that office, and was himself succeeded in the same office by his 
son, Eukratides.*! 
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Now we would discuss the significance of the commemorative 
issues of Agathokles, Antimachos, and Eukratides. In 1843, M. 
de Bartholomaei published the coin of Agathokles bearing the 
head and name of Diodotos on the obverse, and ascribing the issue 
of this coin to Agathokles, regarded it as a posthumous honour to 
Diodots.”? This view was supported by the French Academician, 
Raoul Rochette in 1844.7 


Droysen, however, came forth with the view that the title 
BAZXIAEYON, used for Agathokles on this coin denotes “the 
subordinate position of Agathokles to his contemporary suzerain, 
Diodotos”,” thus, making this a joint issue of Diodotos and 
Agathokles. This view found the support of Thomas,” as well as 
of Cunningham, who says that “the subsequent discoveries of 
other coins,”° which show that Agathokles held exactly the same 
relation to Euthydemos Theos and to Antiochos Nikator, prove 
that this is the only true deduction which the coins afford.”*”’ He 
also suggests that Antimachos, too, was subject to Diodotos, on 
the basis of the coin bearing the name of Diodotos on the obverse, 
and that of Antimachos on the reverse. 


To explain the presence of the names of Diodotos, Euthydemos, 
and Antiochos on the coins of Agtathokles, and of Diodotos on the 
coins of Antimachos as the superior king, Cunuingham says that 
Diodotos I, Antimachos Theos, and Pantaleon were the original 
revolters against the Seleukid authority. Of these, Pantaleon died 
early, and was succeeded by his younger brother or son, 
Agathokles.”*These princess were subjugated by Diodotos II, the 
son and successor of Diodotos I, and this Diodotos II appears on 
the coins of Agathokles and Antimachos as AIOAOTOY 
LOQTHPOY. ” 
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After some time, Euthydemos invaded Bactria, and 
dispossessed Diodotos II, Antimachos, and Agathokles. 
Cunningham says that while Diodotos II and Antimachos!™ were 
killed in battle, or otherwise disposed of, Agathokles escaped 
annihilation by accepting the suzerainty of Euthydemos. It was 
during this period that the issue of the coins bearing the head and 
name of Euthydemos on the obverse, and the name Agathokles on 
the reverse, have to be placed.'” It was to these three princess, 
Diodotos II, Antimachos, and Agathokles, that Euthydemos refers 
in his statement to Antiochos Megas that “he had not rebelled 
against the king (Seleukid), but had acquired possession of 
Bactria by dethroning the descendants of those who had first 


revolted. ’’!92 


Cunningham further suggests that when Antiochos III invaded 
the East, Agathokles took advantage of his presence “to make an 
attempt to free himself from the hated yoke of Euthydemos.”! He 
is supposed to have tendered his submission to Antiochos, and to 
have invited him to conquer Bactriana and Ariana. To this period 
have to be assigned the coins bearing the “joint names” of 
Antiochos and Agathokles. Antiochos, however, gave up his 
campaign in the East to wage war against Ptolemy Philopator in 
the West, in which he was defeated. The withdrawl of Antiochos 
from the scenes in the East once again left Euthydemos as the 
master of that region, and he soon deprived Agathokles of his 


dominions.!™ 


This scheme for the reign of Agathokles cannot, however, be 
acceptable in view of the discovery of the coins of Agathokles 
bearing the name of Alexander. The obverse of this type 1s similar 
to that of his other coins bearing the names of Dtodotos, 
Euthydemos, and Antiochos. If we regard the last three com-types 
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as joint issues showing Agathokles as the subordinate of these 
three rulers mentioned on the obverse, at different stages of his 
career, it follows naturally that Agathokles served under Alexander, 
too, which is absurd, chronologically. These coins of Agathokles 
bearing the name of Alexander have to be regarded as 
commemorative medallions struck by Agathokles in honour of 
Alexander, and as such, all similar issues of Agathokles and 
Antimachos have, naturally, to be regarded as commemorative 
coins. 


It must also be pointed out that had Diodotos, Euthydemos, and 
Antiochos been served by Agathokles as a subordinate ruler, it 
would be difficult to explain the absence of the royal title 
BAZIAE222 for these three rulers on his coins. The commemorative 
nature of these coins,'!™ therefore, cannot be doubted. 


Von Sallet was perhaps the first scholar to propose that these 
commemorative medallions of Agathokles, Antimachos, and 
Eukratides are actually pedigree coins, through which these rulers 
proclaimed their right to rule as the legitimate successors of the 
Macedonians and the Seleukids.'” 


Macdonald supports this theory of von Sallet and remarks, 
“The coins were doubtless meant to pass current as money, but it 
seems certain that they were also designed to serve as political 
manifestos.”'*’ He further says that Agathokles and Antimachos 
“were obviously intent on upholding the banner of Demetrius and 
his dynasty, whose claim to the Bactrian crown the commemorative 
coins represent as derived directly from Alexander the Great, 
heedless of the violent breaks that had marked the accession first 
of Diodotus and then of Euthydemus.”?°* Macdonald believes that 
these manifestos were aimed against Eukratides, the rival of the 
House of Euthydemos.!” 
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Eukratides, on the other hand, based his claims on the Syrian 
(Seleukid) connection of his mother, Laodike, who, it is believed, 
was a Saleukid princess.'!° That Eukratides had claim to the. 
crown through his mother can be understood from the following. 
First, if he had claim to the crown through his father, there would 
have been no need to appeal to the memory of his mother by 
commemorating her on his monetary issues. Secondly, on these 
coins, Heliokles is shown bareheaded, 1.e., without a diadem, 
while, as noticed earlier, the portrait of Laodike is diademed.'"! 


Macdonald conjectures that it might have been in the interest 
and with the encouragement of Antiochos IV Epiphanes, who 
wished to re-establish S eleukid rule in Central Asia, that Eukratides 
first raised the standard of revolt against the Euthydemid house.!” 
He suggests that this supposition would explain the 
commemoration of Laodike, a Seleukid princess, and of the 
introduction into his coinage, of the Seleukid bead-and-ree} 
border, by Eukratides.!* 


Gardner also regards these coins of Agathokles as pedigree 
coins in which he (Agathokles) “traces his political pedigree 
through Euthydemus I, Diodotus, and an Antiqchus, to Alexander 
the Great himself.”!!4 


Tam supports the view of Macdonald, and also elaborates 
upon it. He holds that Laodike was the daughter of Seleukos II of 
Syria, and was married to Heliokles, the general and governor (7) 
of the upper (eastern) satrapies. Heliokles was succeeded by his 
son Eukratides as a satrap under Antiochos IV, and this Eukratides 
was commissioned by the latter “to reduce the East to obedience; 
for that was that official’s business, if the king was not going to 
command in person.”''> Tarn believes that additional proof of the 
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Seleukid connection of Eukratides is provided by the bull’s hom 
and ear on the helmet of Eukratides in his coin-portraits, which can 
be seen on the helmet of Seleukos I as well.!!© Dioskuri appearing 
on the coins of Eukratides, too, is a type of Seleukos II.?!’ 
Therefore, Eukratides’ connection with the Seleukids of Syna 
cannot possibly be doubted. 


Tarn also believes that the commemorative medallions struck 
by Agathokles and Antimachos are the pedigree coins of these two 
kings, through which they desire to show that the House of 
Euthydemos was actually Seleukid, and through the Seleukids, the 
Euthydemids claimed descent from Alexander of Macedonia, for 
the Seleukids are known to have claimed descent from Alexander. '!* 
Tam suggests that Diodotos married a daughter of the Syrian 
Antiochos II, and the daughter of Diodotos by this Seleukid 
princess was married to Euthydemos. This makes Agathokles, a 
descendant of Euthydemos, a Seleukid.''!? We would like to add 
that Agathokles was probably connected with the Seleukids directly 
through Demetrios. Antiochos III invaded the East, but Bactria 
offered a stiff resistance. When the struggle continued for a long 
time, Antiochos and Euthydemos, the ruler of Bactria, decided to 
work out a settlement. Euthydemos sent his son, Demetrios, as an 
envoy to the court of the Seleukid ruler. Polybios'”° says that 
Antiochos III was so impressed by the young prince thathe Qo  d 
him in marriage one ofhis daughters, and “indicated his willingress 
to waive all objection to the use of the royal title by Euthydemus.”"If 
this marriage actually took place, as there 1s no reason to believe 
that it did not, Agathokles, who is believed to be a son of 
Demetrios,'* was related to Antiochos III through his mother.'7As 
such, itis not necessary to suppose, without any definite evidence, 
that Euthydemos, the grandfather of Agathokles, had married a 
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daughter of Diodotos by a Seleukid princess who was a daughter 
of Antiochos II.‘ 


Why were Agathokles, Antimachos, and Eukratides anxious 
to proclaim their Seleukid descent ? Tarn says that all the Graeco- 
Macedonian settlers, when they got a chance, showed abiding 
loyalty to the Seleukid monarch of Syria. He says that when 
Eukratides proclaimed, through his coins, that he was a Seleukid, 
the Greek settlers in Bactria rallied under his banner, and “the 
propaganda of the Euthydemids was a desperate attempt to hold 
them by showing that they themselves were just as good Seleucids 
as Eucratides.”’» This, however, does not appear to have cut much 
ice, and the Euthydemid prince Agathokles was forced to issue six 
commemorative coin-types, and Antimachos, two, while the 
Seleukid origin of Eukratides seems to have become patent by 
commemorating only Heliokles and Laodike. 


Tarn suggests that the pro-native policy of the Euthydemids 
might also have made them unpopular with the orthodox Greek 
settlers of Bactria, who seem to have regarded “the hellenising 
Antiochus as a better representative of the Greek world in Asia”,'*° 
and this might have resulted in the sweeping victory of Eukratides 
against his Euthydemid rivals, for he had come as “the 
representative of Antiochus.”’”’ Tam also believes that the Dioskuri 
occurring on the coins of Eukratides typify the twin saviours - 
Antiochos and himself. He had come to Bactria on behalf of the 
Synian to “save” the East. It is also pointed out that Antiochos [V 
is called “Saviour of Asia” by Philippos, his minister “for affairs”. !* 


Agathokles also seems to have attempted at ensuring the 
support and loyalty of his Indian (Buddhist) subjects. He is known 
to have issued two types of coins bearing on the obverse a 
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Buddhist stu#pa surmounted by a star, and on the reverse a symbol 
on one type, and tree-in-railing on the other. The reverse legend 
on both the types is Hiranasame (= Sanskrit, Hiranydsrama, 
‘Golden Hermitage’) 


TYPE |] 

Obv. : Buddhist stupa with star on top. 

Rev. : Symbol, with Kh. legend : Hirafiasame (exergue).'”’ 

Copper. Four-Sided (Pl. 1X.7). 

TYPE 2 

Obv. : Buddhist stiipa with star on top. Kh. legend : 
Agathukreyasa (exergue). 

Rev : Tree-in-railing. Kh. legend : Hirariasame (exergue)'*”* 

Copper. Four-sided. (Pl. IX, 8) 


The absence of the Greek legend on these coin-types is taken 
as indicative of “Agathokles’ desire to canvass Indian support 
without the knowledge of his Greek compatriots.” —s_Inspite 
of these attempts of the Euthydemids to gain the support and 
loyalty of the Greeks and the Indians, Eukratides emerged victorious 
in his struggle with these Euthydemid princes. This victory was 
celebrated by Antiochos IV by the review of his army at 
Daphne,'?'and by Eukratides by founding the city of Eukratideia 
in Bactria,'22and the issue of his twenty-stater pieces’? 


Narain, however, raises some difficulties in accepting the 
commemorative medallions of Agathokles and Antimachos as 
pedigree coins. He says that the Graeco-Macedonian settlers of 
the East were not loyal to the Seleukids'** so these princess had 
no need to proclaim their Seleukid connection. He further says 
that the prominent Indo-Greek kings like Euthydemos I, Demetrios 
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I, Menander, and Demetrios II did not issue commemorative coins 
to show their family connections.'* He finds it difficult “to believe 
that the commemorative medals of the Indo-Greek kings were 


pedigree coins.”!% 


He himself, however, does not explain the actual significance 
of the Indo-Greek commemorative medallions. Regarding Tarm’s 
theory about the career of Eukratides in Bactria, Narain holds that 
Eukratides could not have been a cousin of Antiochos IV. He also 
says that had he been commissioned by Antiochos IV to subdue 
the East, how could one expiain the fact mentioned by Justin!**that 
Eukratides had a following of only three hundred soldiers.!’ 
Narain says that had Eukratides been sent to Bactria by Antiochos 
IV, he would have mentioned Antiochos III, or Antiochos I'V onhis 


commemorative medallions. 38 


Narain is of the opinion that Eukratides was an upstart, the son 
of some princess “whose claim to the throne had _ been by- 
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passed.”!?? It was this princess who gave “ a locus standi to 


Eucratides in Bactria.”!*° 


The very fact that only Agathokles, Antimachos, and Eukratides, 
out of nearly three dozen Indo-Greek sovereigns, issued 
commemorative medallions, in itself suggests that the issue of 
these medallions must have been of great significance to these 
three princess. But to say with certainty that these three princes 
were showing their pedigree through these commemorative 
medallions seems to be misplaced at the present state of our 
knowledge. 
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APPENDIX TO CHAPTER VI 
HELIOS ON QUADRIGA TYPE OF COIN OF PLATO 


There is one more coin-type which, we feel, could be placed in 
the category of commemorative medallions, though the act 
commemorated (7) on this coin-type is a very hideous one. This 


coin-type is an issue of Plato, which can be described as follows : 


Obv. : Diademed bust of king to r.; helmeted; within fillet 
border. 
Rev. : Helios to r.; radiate; driving a quadriga. Gr. legend 


BAXSIAEQD ENIDANOYS ITAA TQINOY:! 
Silver. Round. 


Justin states that when Eukratides was returning in triumph 
against his enemies, his son got him assassinated; he “drove his 
chariot through his blood’, and got his dead body cast away, 
unburied.” This parricide son of Eukratides was generally believed 
to be identical with Heliokles. Narain, however, suggests that the 
parricide mentioned by Justin was Plato, rather than Heliokles who 
assumed the title of AIKAITO*? and as such, would not have killed 
his father.He further suggests, “ It 1s faintly possible that Justin’s 
statement that ‘he drove his chariot through his blood’ is connected 
with the types ‘Helios on chariot’ drawn by horses on his 
coins.’'Thus, Plato is commemorating this act on his coins. Narain 
says that no succeeding king used this device on his coins, perhaps 


because of its connection with the parricide° 


It has been argued® that “such an act, whatever its justification 
at the moment, hardly deserves commemoration.” True. But it is 
also likely that Plato got his father assassinated because of some 
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political reason, and to proclaim this fact, and to show that he had 
got Eukratides assassinated, he depicted this event on his coins. 


It is equally likely that Plato was not the parricide mentioned 
by Justin, and that he had no particular motive behind depicting 
“Helios on quadriga” on his coins. In that case, this coin-type 
become a normal issue of Plato. | 
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1 BMC,GSKBI, p. 20, Pl. VI, 11. 
ae xh. 6. “Unde quum se reciperet, a filio, quem socium regni fecerat, in 


itinere interficeretur’. 


3. IG, p. 72, and fn.2. 
4, IG, p. 72. 

5 Ibid. 

6. 


M.V.D. Mohan, The Indo-Greek Coins, p. 128, 


COMMEMORATIVE 
MEDALLIONS OF KUSANAS 


We have already seen’ that the two coin-types - one bearing the 
name and bust of Hermaios on the obverse and the name of Kujula 
Kadphises on the reverse;’the other bearing the bust of Hermaios 
and the name of Kujula Kadphises on the obverse and the name of 
the Kusana king on the reverse as well 3- could not possibly have 
been joint issues. Evidence, both numismatic‘and stratigraphic,> 
does appear to favour the view that Hermaios and Kujula Kadphises 
could not have been contemporaries. The end of the Yavana rule 
was followed by the rule of the Saka Pahlavas in the Kabul region, 
and the Kusanas came to power after these Saka-Pahlavas** 
Rapson is of the opinion that there was a gap of at least seventy 
years between the end of the Indo-Greek rule, and the beginning 
of the Kusana rule under Kujula Kadphises.°® 


Scholars who believe that these coins could not possibly have 
been struck conjointly by Hermaios and Kujula Kadphises due to 
their remoteness in time, generally regard these coin-types as 
“mechanical copies” of the coins of Hermaios which were popular 
in the region, by Kujula Kadphises.’ | 


But this hardly appears to have been the case. As Altekar 
himself asks, “If the Parthian rulers succeeded the Indo-Bactrians 
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in the Kabul valley and Taxila, and if the Hermaios type was so 
popular there as to render its imitation obligatory for the Kushanas, 
we may well ask as to why this type was not imitated by the Indo- 
Parthian rulers who were the immediate successors of the 
Greeks.”*In reply to this, Altekar says that the Scytho-Parthians 
entered India via the Bolan Pass, and by the time they reached the 
Kabul valley where the Hermaios type was popular, they had 
already established their normal coin-type - “King on horseback 
: deity”. They did not think it necessary to change this coin-type 
for the convenience of the newly conquered people of the Kabul 
valley. On the contrary, the Kusanas entered India through the 
Khyber Pass. Having no coinage of their own, they mechanically 
copied they Hermaios type, so popular in the Kabul valley. 


Altekar’s explanation does not seem to be very convincing. 
The Scytho-Parthians seem to have ruled for some years in the 
Kabul valley before the arrival on the scene of Kujula Kadphises.®° 
At that time, the type “king mounted on horseback : deity”, which 
was introduced there by the Scytho-Parthians, must have been 
current in the Kabul valley. Had the Kusanas had to imitate the 
current coin-type of the region, it appears to us that the greater 
possibility is that they would have imitated this type of the Scytho- 
Parthians, and not the Hermaios type, which was popular there 
seventy years before, and the issue of which had been discontinued 
by the Scytho-Parthian kings. Also, Altekar is of the view that the 
Kusanas “had no coinage, or script of their own’? But there is 
indication that before Kujula Kadphises, a predecessor of his, viz., 
Heraos (or Miaos; the name is uncertain due to doubtful reading) 
struck coins. 


Obv. : Diademed bust of king to r.; with fillet border. 


Rev. : Kingonhorseback tor.; bow and quiver tied to saddle; 
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behind king, Nike to r.; deity crowning the king. Gr. 
legend: “TYPANNOYNTOZHADY KOPPANOY 
XANAB” (last word in exergue).!° 


That this Heraos came before Kujula Kadphises seems to be 
certain from the fact that while his coins have for a monogram the 
Greek letter B, none of the types of Hermaios-Kujula Kadphises 
coins have Greek letters for monograms, and only one type, “bust 
of Hermaios and name of Kujula Kadphises on the obverse”; has 
Kharosthi letter for monogram." 


To understand the real nature and significance of these issues 
of Kujula Kadphises, we shall have to take into account some more 
coin-types of this ruler, with legend referring to Hermaios and/or 
showing the bust of that ruler. 


TYPE 1 

Obv. : Bust of Hermaios, diademed, to r. Gr. legend : 
BAXIAEQS. XTHPOSZY EPMAIOY 

Rev :  Enthroned Zeus, radiate, to 1.; long sceptre in 1. 


hand; r. hand extended forward. Kh. legend : 


Maharajasa mahatasa Heramayasa.'* 


Copper. Round.(PI. IX, 9). 


TYPE2 | 

Obv. : Bust of Hermaios, diademed, to r. Gr. legend : 
BAXSIAEQY ZTHPOXZEY EPMAIOY 

Rev, : Winged Nike (to 1.,!*facing,'‘or to r.'°), with palm in |. 


hand and wreath in r. hand. Kh. legend : Maharajasa 
rajarajasa mahatasa Heramayasa."° 


Copper. Round. (Pl. X, 1). 
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These two types are very crude in execution, and it is generally 
believed that they were not issued by Hermaios himself, but by his 
Scytho-Parthian conquerors.'’Marshall, on the basis of the style 
of engraving and the legends and monograms, places these coins 
before the Kusanas.'*But Tarn seems to be correct in pointing out 
that the obverse legend of these two types is identical with the 
obverse legend on the coin-type bearing the name of Kujula 
Kadphises on the reverse, and as such, these coin-types should all 
be ascribed to Kujula Kadphises.'*This view is supported by other 
scholars.”° 


Hermaios is not known to have ever assumed the titles of 
rajaraja and mahata, the titles which appear on Types 1 and 2 
described above. Therefore, these coin-types do not appear to 
have been mere imitations of the types of Hermaios.*! There must 
have been some significant motive behind ascribing these 
grandiloquent titles to Hermaios. 


Bachhofer suggests that as Hermaios appears on the coins of 
Type 2 as an old man, this was the last issue of Hermaios.”B.N. 
Puri regards this view as correct.“~Marshall, however, does not 
accept this view, but regards this as an issue of some Saka or. 
Pahlava successor of Hermaios.”* We are, however, convinced 
that these coins were struck by Kujula Kadphises, for reasons 
stated above. 


TYPE 3 

Obv. _: Bust of king in conical head-dress, to |. Corrupt and 
unintelligible Gr. legend. 

Rey. : Nike standing to 1.; wreath in r. hand; palm branch in 


l. hand. Kh. legend : Maharajasa rajatirajasa 
Kusanasa Yavugasa.*» 


Silver. Round. (Pl. X, 2). 
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The head-dress here resembles that of V’ima Kadphises. But 
Marshall attributes this coin-type to Kujula Kadphises.”° 
TYPE 4 


Oby. : Diademed bust of Hermaios to r. Gr. legend : 
BAZLIAEQX ETHPOLLY (above) EPMAIOY (below). 
Rev. :  Diademed Herakles, standing facing; club, resting on 


ground, in r. hand; lion’s skin in}. hand. Kh. legend: 
Kujula Kasasa Kusana Yavugasa dhramathidasa.” 


Copper. Round. (PI.X, 3). 
In passing, it may be said that the view of Cunningham that the 


Herakles on these coins was the Kus4na god of death,”*seems to 
be doubtful.” 


TYPE § 

Obv. : Diademed bust of Hermaios, to r. Gr. legend : 
KOZOYAQY KAAoIZDY KOPcCOADY 

Rev. : Herakles, standing facing; club, resting on ground, in 
r. hand; lion’s skin in 1. hand. Kh. legend : Kujula 
Kasasa Kusana Yavugasa dhramathidasa.*° 

Copper. Round. (Pl. X, 4). 

TYPE 6 

Obv. : Diademed head of king, closely resembling that of 
Roman emperor, to r. Gr. legend : XOPANCY 
ZAOOY KOZOAA KAAAOEC 

Rev. :  Kaing seated on chair to r.; r. hand extended . Kh. 


legend:Khusanasa Yauasa Kujula Kaphsasa 
sachadhramathidasa.*! 


Copper. Round . (PI. X, 5). 
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It is generally believed that the head depicted on these 
coms is imitated from that of the Roman emperor, Augustus. This 
identification has been accepted by Gardner,*? Cunningham, 
Whitehead **, and others* 


Allan, however, points out that the head on this type 
resembles more closely that of Claudius than that of Augustus.”*®. 


Narain finds this identification more convincing.”’ 


Coomaraswamy and Banerjea are of the view that the 
figure on the reverse of this type is that of Siva. 3* But the trisiila 
and the bull, associated with Siva on the coins of Vima Kadphises, 
are absent on these coins. *? Baldev Kumar seems to identify this 
as some Buddhist figure.** Altekar, however, regards this figure 
as that of the king.*! 


TYPE 7 

Oby. _: Head of king, diademed, resembling that of Roman 
emperor, to r. Gr. legend :KOZO AA = KAAdoEC 
XOPANCY ZAOOY. 

Rev. : Nike.” 

Copper. Round (7). 


Cunningham, whodescribed this coin, also gives the information 
that this coin was lost by the wreck of Indus steamer.” 


TYPE 8 
Oby. : Head of King (Kujula Kadphises), helmeted, to r. 
Gr. legend: KOZOYAA KA... KOPCAN 


Rev. “Macedonian soldier’, standing to r.; holding 
spear and shield. Kh. legend : Kujula Kasasa 


Kusana Yavuasa.“ 


Copper. Round. (Pl. X, 6). 
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Asto the real nature of the Hermaios - Kujula Kadphises coins, 
Tam puts forth a very interesting theory. He suggests that the 
coins of our Types 1 and 2, which ascribe to Hermaios extravagant 
titles hike XTHPOZ XY(‘Great King’), rajatiraja, and mahata, 
which he himself is not known to have assumed, thus projecting 
him as a much more important king than he really was, are 
propaganda coins, as well as our Types 4 and 5 , and these types 
might favorably to compared with the pedigree coins of Agathokles, 
Antimachos, and Eukratides,* dealt with above.*°Tarm further 
suggests that through these coin-types, Kujula Kadphises was 
commemorating Hermaios, and proclaiming that “he is related by 
blood to Hermaeus in order to make himself more acceptable to the 
Greeks of that country.”*’He wished to announce to his Greek 
subjects that he was no foreigner who had come to impose his rule 
over them, but was their lawful king, being related to the Indo- 
Greek ruler, Hermaios.**Tarn says that this process comprised of 
three steps. The first step is the issue of the coins of our Types 1 
and 2 proclaiming that Hermaios was a very great king. The 
second step is the issue of the coins of our Type 4, in which the 
Kus4na stresses his relationship with Hermaios, who has the more 
honourabie half - the obverse - of the coin. In the third step, which 
involved the issue of the coins of our Type 5, only the bust of 
Hermaios is depicted on the obverse, while the obverse Greek 
legend, as well as the reverse Kharosthi legend, refer to Kujula 
Kadphises, who is gradually moving to the forefront, while 
Hermaios is falling into the background.*? Finally, Kujula Kadphises 
issued coins in his name alone.°°Tarn says that the sequence of 
these steps “may be notional rather than temporal.”*! He also 
suggests that the use of Herakles and Nike on the reverse of some 
of these types might have been to please the Greek subjects,’ whose 
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help he also required against the Pahlava rulers of Paropamisadae.» 


The very name of Kadphises, which means ‘the Kapisa man’™ 
as interpreted by Sylvain Levi, might mean that he was considered 
to have had a title to the throne of Kapisa.*° 


How was Kujula Kadphises related, if at all, to Hermaios by 
blood ? Cunningham once suggested that Hermaios gave his 
daughter in marriage to Kujula Kadphises.*® Tarn, however, 
suggests that Hermaios gave his sister in marriage to an ancestor 
of Kujula Kadphises.°’This ancestor he identifies with 
Heraos,**who is regarded by Cunningham” as the father of Kujula 
Kadphises, and by Tarn™as the grandfather of that ruler. Tam 
finds the portrait of Heraos bearing a strong resemblance to some 
of those of V’ima Kadphises, which he takes as an evidence of 
V’ima, the son of Kujula Kadphises, being related to Heraos.*! 
Heraos, he takes to be some local Kus4na ruler, and not a full king, 
as is shown by his title of TYPANNOYNTOZX,” used for him on 
his coins. Tarn concludes that “when Kujula Kadphises, a 
descendant of the Kushan yavuga Miaos (the variant reading of 
Heraos) who had married a relative of Hermaeus, invaded the 
Paropamisadae, he proclaimed to the Greeks that he came, not as 
a foreign conqueror, but as their lawful ruler by hereditary 
relationship to their last king Hermaeus; the coins here considered 
are the dry bones of that propaganda.’ 


This theory of Tarn is accused of being “too subtle to be 
acceptable.” We are, however, inclined to accept it as an 
appropriate one, but with slight modifications. 


Types 1 and 2, apart from commemorating Hermaios as a 
very great king, also signified the return to the days of the Indo- 
Greek rule. By not mentioning his name on these coins, Kujula 
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Kadphises seems to be trying to convince his Greek subjects that 
his coming to power is actually the continuation of the rule of the 
Indo-Greeks. 


But simultaneously, he was also issuing his own coin-type 
without giving his name, but his full titles of Maharajasa 
rajatirajasa Kusanasa Yavugasa,°’and his bust on the obverse. 


Next, he introduced his name and epithets on the reverse side 
of the coin in Kharosthi. Hermaios still has the more important 
- the obverse - side of the coins. But by introducing his own name, 
Kujula Kadphises 1s coming gradually to the forefront. In the next 
step, Kujula Kadphises retained the bust of Hermaios on the 
obverse, but he introduced his own name in Greek on this side as 
well, thus shifting Hermaios to the background.” This type shows 
that by this time, Kujula Kadphises had consolidated his position 
quite well, and was boldly coming to the forefront. By replacing 
the bust of Hermaios with that of some Roman emperor, Kujula 
Kadphises appears to be trying to remove Hermaios totally from 
his coinage.” Finally, he seems to have introduced his own 
helmeted head on the obverse of his coins along with the Greek 
legend giving his own name on the obverse, and the “Macedonian 
soldier” reverse with his own name and titles in Kharosthi.”! 


Thus, Kujula Kadphises, in order to gain the support of the 
Greeks against the Pahlava rulers of Paropamisadae, to conciliate 
them, and to make his rule acceptable to his Greek subjects, struck 
these coins, appealing to the memory of Hermaios, who was 
probably related to Kujula Kadphises by blood. As such, these 
coins bearing either both the bust and name of Hermaios, or only 
his bust, are, in fact, commemorative coins struck by Kujula 
Kadphises. | 
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INDIGENOUS 
COMMEMORATIVE 
MEDALLIONS OF THE PRE- 
GUPTA PERIOD 


THE KUNINDAS 


The Kunindas were an ancient people who “occupied the hill 
districts on both sides of the Satlej”,’or more precisely “a narrow 
strip of land at the foot of the Siwalik hills between the Jumna and 
the Sutley and the territory between the upper courses of the Beas 
and the Sutlej’’,*appear to have had their capital at Srughna or 
Sugh on the west bank of the old Yamuna.’ This conclusion is 
based on the discovery of the coins of this tribe from “eastern and 
north-eastern Punjab and the north-western parts of U.P.” 


The Kuninda coins were divided into two main groups by 
Allan,°with the first group consisting of silver and copper coins 
similar in type. bearing the name of Amoghabhiti, and issued, 
according to Allan, about the end of the first century B.C., and the 
second group consisting of large copper anonymous coins, bearing 
the legend Bhagavata-Chatresvara-mahatmanah, and issued in 
the third century A.D ’Rapson places the coins of the second group 
in the third or fourth century A.D.’ S.K. Chakrabortty dates the 
Kuninda coins between B.C. 150 and A.D. 200.7 It is believed by 
most of the scholars that the ChatreSvara coins are later than the 
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Amoghabhiti coins.’ Sircar, however, suggests that “it is also 
probabley that the coins of both the types belong practically to the 
same period™!!and says that it “would not go against palaeographic 
evidence, if Amoghabhiti, who had a long reign, is assigned to the 
second or third century A.D.”! 2 


The coins of the second group do not bear the name of the 
Kuninda tribe, but it is widely accepted that they were issued by 
this tribe because of the similarity of the reverse of this type with 
the Amoghabhiti coins.’* K.K. Dasgupta has divided the 
ChatreSvara coins into several varieties on the basis of the devices 
and symbols."* 


Var. a. 

Obv. : Siva standing facing ; trisila-parasu in r. hand; |. hand 
in katihasta pose; leopard!’ skin hanging from |. arm; 
flower or star behind over his |. shoulder. Brahmi 
legend : Bhagavata- Chatresvara-mahatmanah. 

Rev. : Deer standing to 1.; S4 above, between its horns; $5 
behind the animal; S6 in front; square below deer;S7 
above; S8 below; all within dotted border’® 

Copper Round. (Pl. X, 7). 

Var. b. 

Oby Same as the obverse of Variety a; traces of legend. 

Rev :. Deer standing to1l.; $9 onr.; $5, $11, $10 above; $12 
below!’ 

Copper Round. 

Var. c. 

Obv Same as the obverse of Variety a; traces of legend. 

Rev Deer standing to r.; S5 on 1.; $13 on r.”8 

Copper Round. (Pl. X, 8). 
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Var. d. 
Obv. 


Same as the obverse of Vanety a; fragmentary legend. 


Similar to the reverse of Variety c, but S10 below 
deer.’ 


Round. 


Same as the obverse of Variety a; fragmentary legend. 
Similar to the reverse of Variety a, but without $14.”° 


Round. 


Same as the obverse of Variety a; fragmentary Brahmi 


legend. 


Similar to the reverse of Variety a, but $12 below 


deer.*! 


Round. 


Same as the obverse of Variety a; same legend. 


Similar to the reverse of Variety a; $13 and star above 


deer. 


Round. 


Same as the obverse of Vanety a; fragmentary Brahmi 
legend. 


Similar to the reverse of Variety a, with $16 above” 


Round. 
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The obverse legend on these coins was read by Cunningham 
as Bhagavato Chatreswara Mahatand.” Allan gives itas Bhadgavata 
Chatresvara Mahatrana, in the Catalogue of coins,” but corrects 
it as Bhagavata-Chatresvara-mahdatmanah in the Introduction.” 
Smith writes the last element of the legend as mahamanah," 
which, as pointed out by S.K. Chakrabortty”* and others”? seems 
to be a printing mistake for mahatmanah. Sircar reads the legend 
as Bhagavatah Chatresvara-mahatmanah.* Jai Prakash*'and 
K.K. Dasgupta ** read it as Bhagavata Chatresvara Mahatmanah. 
M.C. Joshi, however reads the second element of the legend as 
Chitresvara.** To Dasgupta, this reading of Joshi seems to be a 
“laboured” one, for the absence of the sign indicating 1 above cha 
in ChatraSvara is too regular to be regarded as a mistake.** 


The animal on the reverse of this coin-type was believed to be 
a Himalayan yak by Theobald.**? H.H. Wilson described it as a 
stag.*° Cunningham,’ Allan,*? Altekar,*? K.K. Dasgupta,” P. 
Prakash,*! Bhaskar Chattopadhyay,” and S.S. Singh,” however, 
correctly identify the animal as a deer. This deer is believed to be 
the theriomorphic representation of Laksmi, who is said to be 
swift-moving and restless like a deer.“*But Dasgupta points out 
that as Laksmi is represented in anthropomorphic form on the 
obverse of the first group of the Kuninda coins with deer on the 
reverse, the animal cannot be regarded as the theriomorphic 
representation of Laksmi, for it would mean unnecessary 
duplication.**He himself suggests that the Mahamayiuri*" refers to 
the Yaksa Ustrap4da as the tutelary deity of the Kunindas; “one 
may recognise in this animal the Yaksha Ushtrapada.’”* P. 
Prakash regards the animal, which, as stated above, he recognises 
as a deer, as the tribal insignia of the Kunindas.*’ It might also be 
mentioned here that Cunningham,** V.S. Agrawala,” and K.P. 
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Jayaswal” regard the deer and the connected symbols as Buddhist 
symbols. But the occurrence of the deer and the other symbols on 
the reverse of the coins bearing the figure of Siva as Chatre$vara 
on the obverse seems to rule out the Buddhist association of these 
symbols.*! P. Prakash points out that deer is also associated with 
Siva.5? §.S. Singh, on the basis of the Indus seal,*? connects the 
deer on the Kuninda coins with Siva.*4 


Following the Saivite interpretation of the deer of Kuninda 
coins, it would appear that in the first phase of their rule, when they 
issued Amoghabhiti coins, the Kunindas worshipped both Laksmi 
and Siva,*> but in the second phase of their rule, represented by 
the ChatreSvara coins, Siva alone appears to have been venerated 
by the Kunindas. 


The S4 symbol is described the Theobald as “two snakes 
facing one another’, °° andthis is accepted by Allan.°’ Cunningham 
regards all these symbols as Buddhist symbols,” as stated above. 
J.N. Banerjea, however, regards it as a Srivatsa.° Dasgupta finds 
it “not improbable”,® though the symbol is somewhat different 
from the usual srivatsa symbol. Some scholars like A.K. 
Coomaraswamy,°' Rapson,”, V.S. Agrawala,@ and Bhaskar 
Chattopadhyay™ describe it as Nagamudrd. 


The S5 symbol is often described as a “conventional tree-in- 
railing”. But J.N. Banerjea®® says that it is not a tree with 
branches and leaves, but “a wooden post well-decorated with 
flower and jewel garlands”, andregards it as the Indradhvajasampat, 
a royal insignia named after Indra, which is described in the 
Brihatsamhita,®’ and which, according to this text, brings fortunes 
to its worshipers. This suggestion of Banerjea is supported by 
Dasgupta. 
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The three-arched symbol surmounted by what looks like a 
crescent might represent Kailasa, the abode of Siva, the 
identification being supported by the presence of the crescent, the 
well-known attribute of the deity.°° 


The curved line on these coins might represent a river. It is 
also possible that it stands for a snake,”” which is associated with 
Siva, though S.K. Chakrabortty says that it is not a snake.”! The 
svastika and nandipada symbols, the traditional auspicious signs, 
also occur on these ChatreSvara coins. The triangular-headed 
symbol S14, recognised by J.N. Banerjea as a vardhamana sign,” 
might also be interpreted as a vajra symbol. 


Altekar regards Chatresvara mentioned in the obverse legend 
as the name of a Kuninda ruler.” Sircar regards Chatra (i.e. 
Chhatra) as the name, or the abbreviation of the name, of the 
capital city of Kunindas, and regards that Chatresvara in the 
legend refers to Siva in the form of the lord of the Kuninda 
capital.”* S.K. Chakrabortty translates the legend as “Of the 
Almighty Mahadeva, the lord, 1.e., the coin dedicated to god 
MaheSvara.”’* Thus, he takes these coins as pieces dedicated to 
Siva. J.N. Banerjea” translates it as “Of the holy or worshipful 
one, the noble souled lord of the Chatra’’, and concludes that “‘the 
tribal state of the Kunindas at one time was dedicated to the lord 
Siva in the 2nd Century A.D. and the coins were issued in his name 
in the capacity of a sovereign ruler (the title ChhatreSvara is 
significant).” This suggestion of Banerjea is supported by 
Dasgupta,’’ who says that even now at Malan in Kulu tehsil, near 
the old Kuninda territory, Jamlu, the tutelary deity of the village, 
is reported to be “the ultimate authority and the source of power 
in the political, judicial, and religious spheres.””® But Jai Prakash 
has pointed out that the legend contains no royal titles, and hence, 
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“the said suggestion seems rather far-fetched.”.’** Jai Prakash 
regards these coins as commemorative medals.’”? According to 
him, the Kunindas appear to have believed that Siva had bestowed 
the umbrella of independent royalty (chhatra) upon them, and 
issued these coins as commemorative pieces to mark their 
independence, and to thank their god.*° As it is believed that the 
Kunindas had been subjugated by the Kus4nas, and that they 
asserted their independence when the Kusana power had been 
weakened by continuous Sassanian invasions,"' we find the 
suggestions of Jai Prakash not without merit. 


On the basis of the legends dvi and tri on Yaudheya coins, 
Altekar has expressed the opinion that the Yaudheyas had formed 
a confederacy with the Kunindas and the Arjunayanas against the 
Kus4nas, and that as the Kunindas were a smal! state as compared 
to the Yaudheyas, they probably “eventually coalesced with 
them.”®? This, according to Altekar, would explain the absence of 
the coins of the Kunindas after A.D. 250, and of their name among 
the republican people mentioned. in the Praydga Prasasti of 
Samudragupta.® On the basis of this view of Altekar, M.C. Joshi 
has put forth the suggestion that the ChatreSvara coins, which do 
not bear the name of the Kuninda tribe, were “issued by the 
composite people consisting of the native (Kunindas) and migrated 
(Yaudheya) elements.”** But, as Dasgupta points out, the 
ChatreSvara coins appear to be of a period earlier than the 
formation of any confederacy, the date of which he places a little 
before A.D. 350. Also, it is not known if any other member of the 
confederacy regarded Siva as their presiding deity.® As against 
this, the reverse of the ChatreSvara coins bears a very close 
affinity to the reverse of the Amoghabhiti coins, which have 
definitely to be attributed to the Kunindas.®* As such, there is 
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hardly anything to negate that these ChatreSvara type coins are the 
issues of the Kunindas alone. 


THE YAUDHEYAS 


The Yaudheyas were an ancient people, their earliest known 
reference being found in the Astadhyayi of Panini.®’? They ruled 
over the Punjab, Haryana, North-western parts of U.P., and parts 
of Rajasthan. On the basis of the discovery of the Yaudheya coin- 
moulds at Khokra Kot on the outskirts of Rohtak in Haryana,® it 
is believed that “Rohtak and its environs formed the heart of the 
country of the Yaudheyas.”®? 


The classification of the Yaudheya coins is a very controversial 
issue, and various scholars have classified these coins differently.” 


There are certain classes of Yaudheya coins bearing the name 
of Karttikeya (Brahmanya, Kum4ra) on one side, which are 
regarded as commemorative medallions by certain scholars.” We 
have classified these coins into five classes. Class I comprises a 
unique coin bearing the figure of Karttikeya and the legend 
Bhagavatasvamino Brahmanya Yaudheya on the obverse, and the 
figure of a hexacephalous goddess on the reverse.”? Class II 
consists of copper coins bearing the figure of K4rttikeya on one 
side, the six-headed goddess on the other, and the legend 
Bhagavatasvamino Brahmanyadevasya Kumarasya on the obverse. 
In Class II] is a coin with the figure of Karttikeya on the obverse, 
and of Siva on the reverse. Class IV consists of coins showing 
Karttikeya on the obverse, and an animal (deer, horse, bull, ass or 
mule, leopard) on the reverse. We have placed in Class V two 
coins bearing on the obverse monocephalous Siva, and on the 
reverse, a deer, with the incomplete obverse legend mentioning 


Bhagava-ta svamina ...?° 
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CLASS I 
Obv. 


Rev. 


Silver. 
CLASS II 
Var. a. 


Oby. 


Rev. 


Hexacephalous Karttikeya, standing facing ; spear in 
r. hand; |. hand resting on hip. Brahmi legend : 
Bhagavata sv{4]min{o]-Brahmanya-Y [au] dheya. 
Six-headed goddess standing facing on lotus-bloom. 
S17 on 1.; 85 on r.; curved lined below.” 


Round. (Pl. X, 9). 


As the obverse of ClassI. Brahmi legend: Bhagavata 
svamino Brahmanya-devasva Kumarasya. 

Goddess, standing facing; r. hand raised; |. hand 
resting on hip. Symbols same as on the reverse of 


Class I, with a different arrangement.” 


Round. (Pl. X, 10). 


Karttikeya, standing facing on lotus, as on the obverse 
of Class I; vase in r. field; fragmentary inscription, as 
on Class II, Variety a. 

Multiheaded goddess standing facing on lotus; tree- 
in-railing on |.; three-arched symbol on r.”° 


Round. 


Karttikeya, as on the obverse of Class Il, Variety a. 
Traces of legend. 


Goddess, standing facing, as on the reverse of Class 
II, variety b. $5 on 1.; $9 on 1.” 
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Round. 


Goddess, standing facing; r. hand raised; |. hand on 
hip. Traces of Brahmi legend. 


Karttikeya, standing facing ; S5 on 1.; S9 on r.”8 
Round. (Pl. XI, 1). 


Karttikeya, multiheaded, standing facing ; spear in r. 
hand; |. hand on hip. Blurred inscription. $18 on r. 


Six-headed (female ?) deity standing facing; tree onr.; 
S19 on 1.7? 


Round. 


Karttikeya, standing facing; spearinr. hand; peacock 
on r. 


Polycephalous (female 7?) deity; tree-in-railing on r.; 
S20 (river and/or ladder) below.'™® 


Round. 


Goddess, standing facing; three-arched symbol to 1.; 
other features blurred, and inscription illegible. 


Indistinct, probably showing Karttikeya.'” 
Round. 


Karttikeya, standing facing; spear to his |.; fragmentary 
inscription. 
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Rev. : Multiheaded goddess!” standing facing; r. hand raised; 
1. hand on hip; six-arched symbol, probably topped by 
a crescent, and tree-in-railing.'™ 


Copper. Round. 

CLASS III 

Obv. : Hexacephalous Karttikeya standing facing ; r. hand 
raised towards spear; |. hand on hip. 

Rev. : Three-headed Siva standing facing; r. hand raised; 1. 
hand on hip; tree-in-railing on r.; arched symbol (7?) on 
[2 | 

Copper. Round. (pl. XI, 2). 

CLASS IV 

Var. a. | 

Obv. :  Six-headed Karttikeya, standing facing; spear in r. 
hand; |. hand on hip. Traces of Brahmi inscription. 

Rev. : Deertor.; $13 onr.; $5 on1.; $10, $16, $4 above; S8 
below. ! 

Copper. Round. (pl. XI, 3). 

Var. b. 

Obv. : Ka§rttikeya (single-headed 7?) as on Class IV, Variety 
a. 

Rev. : Deer to r.; below river with grassy bank; vase! 


above; indistinct symbol (tree ?) to 1. of vase.’ 


Copper. _ Round. 
Var. c. 
Oby. : Six-headed K&rttikeya, standing facing. Fragmentary 


legend 
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Rey. 


As the reverse of Class [V, Variety b. The crude 
vase!® has a ring or handle at either side, and some 
decorating lines on its body and a plant’” is coming 
out of its mouth.!?° 


Round. 


Six-headed K4rttikeya standing facing; r. hand raised; 

]. hand resting on hip; filleted spear to his r. Traces of 

Brahmi inscription. 

Deer to 1.; S5 to r.; S9 on 1.; S4, $10 above.!!! 
Round. 


As the obverse of Class IV, Variety d. 
Deer to 1.; S8 below; S13 and S5 above deer.!!” 
Round. 


As the obverse of Class IV, Variety d. 
Deer to 1.; S5 on r.; $21 on 1.; $4, $16, $10 above.!? 
Round. 


As the obverse of Class IV, Variety d. 
Deer to r. before building : S13 on 1.; S10 above, 
Brahmi legend above deer : darma.! 


Round. (Pl. XI, 4). 


Allan takes the reverse legend darma to stand for dharma.‘ It 


is also likely that it stands for dramma, a word derived from the 


Greek coin denomination drachm.!!° S.K. Chakrabortty interprets 


Indigenous Commemorative Medallions of the Pre-Gupta Period 231 


it as “a coin.””!!? R.C. Agrawala, however, says that it is not 


“plausible to read any reference to dramma on the coins of the 


Yaudheyas”, for the coin on which this word is believed to have 


occurred is a copper coin, “while dramma denaoted a silver 


currency.”!!® It is true that drachm or dramma originally meant a 


silver coin, but it 1s quite likely that it might have come to denote 


a coin irrespective of metal in the course of time.!!” 


Var. h. 
Oby. 


Rev. 


Copper. 


Var. 1. 
Oby. 
Rey. 


Copper. 


Var. j. 
Oby. 
Rey. 


Copper. 


Var. k. 
Oby. 
Rey, 


Karttikeya standing facing ; spear in raised r. han. 
hand on hip. Fragmentary Brahmi legend mentioning 


Brahmanyadeva. 
Two deers standing, shown one above the other.'”° 


Round. 


As the obverse of Class IV, Variety h. 


Horse standing to r. Tree and arched symbol (?) 
above. |?! 


Round. 


Traces of Karttikeya, standing. 
Bull standing tor.; tree on r.; arched symbol (?) on 1.!” 


Round. 


Traces of Karttikeya, standing. 


Ass (mule ?) standing to r., on some round object; 
symbols as on the reverse of Class IV, Variety j.!” 
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Copper. Round. 

Var. 1. 

Obv. : Indistinct. 

Rev. : Leopard standing to 1.!% 

Copper. Round. 

CLASS V 

Var. a. 

Obv. : One-headed Siva; holding trident; traces of legend. 

Rev. _: Deer standing to 1.; arched symbol (7) in |. field.!* 

Copper. Round. 

Var. b. 

Oby. : Asontheobverse of Class V, Variety a. Extant legend 
: [Bhagava]-ta svamina .... 

Rev. : Deertor.; before $22 .!*° Rest indistinct.!?’ 

Copper. Round. (Pl. XI, 5). 


The depiction of Karttikeya on the Yaudheya coins conforms 
to the textual description of the deity. The iconographic 
texts!"8describe Karttikeya as holding a spear in his hand, with a 
peacock “as his main object of cognizance.” The Yaudheya coins 
described above generally show the deity as holding « spear (Sakti) 
in his right hand. Peacock may also be seen by the side of the deity 
on some coins.'’? The six heads of Karttikeya are mentioned in the 
Visnudharamottara.° On the Yaudheya coins, he is generally 
hexacephalous, as already seen, and rarely single-headed.'*! This 
practice of depicting Karttikeya sometimes as six-headed, and at 
others as single-headed, has the sanction of certain ancient texts, 
which state that he can either be hexacephalous, or 
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monocephalous.!*? A.C. Banerjea identifies the bird depicted with 
Karttikeya on Yaudheya coins as a peacock.'*? A cock and bull are 
also associated with Karttikeya in the Visnudharmottara.'™ Of 
these, the bull can be seen on the reverse of a Yaudheya coin with 
Karttikeya on the obverse.'*> On certain Yaudheya coins, Karttikeya 
is shown Standing on a lotus.’°° S.S. Singh is of the view that this 
depiction was to “remind people of Skanda-Karttikeya’s definite 
solar basis for lotus 1s already known to be a very important 
attribute of the Sun-god.”'°’ The sakti of Karttikeya is also 
reported to have been fashioned from a portion of the Sun-god’s 
glory.’*8 It is also believed that the association of the cock, the 
harbinger of the rising sun, with K4arttikeya probably denotes the 
solar connection of the deity.!* 


It is interesting to note that when hexacephalous, the six heads 

of Karttikeya are arranged in two distinct styles on the Yaudheya 
: # : 

coins. On most of the coins, the six heads are arranged intwo rows 

of three heads each.'*° But on certain coins,'*! one head is shown 

in the centre, with the remaining five heads arranged around this 


central head. 


The Yaudheyas are mentioned in the Astadhyayi of Panini as 
Gyudhajivi sangha,'** 1.e., “a people living by profession offarms.” 
Depicting Karttikeya, the war-god, on their coins “was definitely 
the best tribute to Skanda-Ka4rttikeya the Yaudheyas could have 
paid to the god.” 


The identification of the goddess on the reverse of certain 
Yaudheya coins is a much debated subject of ancient Indian 
numismatics. Allan described her as Laksmi,'“and this 
identification has been followed by J.N. Banerjea,'* and Kala.!* 


V.S. Agrawala, however, is inclined to identify this female 
deity with Sasthi (or Devasena) on the basis of the Balagrahachikitsa 
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chapter of the Kasyapa Samhita.'* This Sasthi or Devasena is 
mentioned in the Mahdbharata as the consort of Skanda- 
Karttikeya.'*’ That Sasthi is identical with Devasena is pointed 
out by the epithets Sasthipriyah'“and Devasenapriyah'*of 
Karttikeya.'©° But V.S. Agrawala, at that stage, was unable to cite 
any textual authority for this identification. It was only later that 
he found a reference to six-headed Sasthi in the KaSyapa 
Samhitd.'*!One scholar has suggested that the six-headed female 
should be identified with Krittika, a combined form of six Krittikas, 
the mothers of Skanda-Karttikeya.!* But this identification is not 
convincing.°? ASR.C. Agrawala points out, “nowhere we find any 
reference to one Krittika alone and that too with all the six heads 


together meant for Skanda Kumara.”!* 


A six-headed goddess, illustrative of the concept of six-headed 
Sasthi or Devasena, is represented in a few sculptures as well.’*> 
Thus, we have both literary and iconographic evidence of a six- 
headed Sasthi-Devasena. The identification of the six-headed 
female on the Yaudheya coins with Sasthi-Devasena has now 
been accepted by most of the scholars,'*° the six heads of the 
goddess being justified by the similar number of heads of her 
consort, Karttikeya.!°’ 


The posture of Sasthi-Devasen4 on these coins is similar to 
that of Mao, Mithra, and Helios on the Kusfna coins.'° 


The appearance of Siva on the reverse of a Yaudheya coin 
depicting Karttikeya on the obverse!” is, indeed, interesting. 
Karttikeya is connected with Siva by the Lingayat tradition.'!© The 
former seems to have been conceived earlier as the son of Agni. 
According to Ramdyana,'*' he was the son of Agni from Ganga. 
R.G. Bhandarkar says, “the foetus was thrown by Ganga on the 
Himavat mountain and it was nourished by the six Stars constituting 
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the constellation of Krttikas and was called the son of Krttika.”! 
The Mahabharata, at one place,'® describes him as the son of Agni 
from Svaha, his consort. When he is addressed as Rudraputra by 
the gods, Rudra seems to have been intended for Agni, for it is an 
epithet of that god also.’ The parentage of K4rttikeya seems to 
have been transferred from Agni to Siva, most probably due to the 
fact that Rudra is also an epithet of Siva.’ At one place in the 
Mahabharata,'© Karttikeya is described as the son of Siva and 
Parvati, who had assumed the form of Agni and Svaha. The 
Purdnas'®** also connect Siva with Karttikeya. As such, the 
appearance of Siva in connection with Karttikeya on Yaudheya 
coins need not occasion any surprise. 


Cunningham read the obverse legend on the silver coin of 
Class I as Bhdgavata Sva@mina Brahmana Yaudheya.’*’ Allan 
amended the legend as Bhagavata-svamino-Brahmanya{-| 
Yaudheya, and remarked, “A space between nya and Yau suggests 
we should supply sa from the copper coins.”'® His full reading 
then becomes Yaudheya-bhdgavata-svamino Brahmanya(sa or 
sya), which he renders as ‘Of Brahmanya (a name of Karttikeya), 
the divine lord of Yaudheyas.’'” The full legend on the copper 
coins he reconstructs from a study of a number of these coins as 
Bhagavata-svamino Brahmanya-devasya (or sa) Kumarasya (or 
sa), ‘Of Kumara, the divine lord Brahmanyadeva.’!”° J.N. Banerjea 
reads Bhagavata(h or o) in place of Bhdgavata in these coin 
legends. He says that Bhagavata means not ‘divine’, but ‘a 
devotee of the Bhagavata or the worshipful one’, which “would 
militate against the general character of the coins.”!”’ He reads the 
legend on the unique silver coins as Bhagavata(h or 0) svamino 
Brahmanya (sa or sya) Yaudheya(sa or sya), interprets it as ‘Of (or 
“coin of’) the worshipful lord Brahmanyadeva Yaudheya’,'”” and 
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says that Karttikeya is here presented as “the Yaudheya par 
excellence.”'”> He reads the legend on‘ the copper coins as 
Bhagavata (hor o) svamino Brahmanya devasya(or sa) Kumarasya 
(or sa), meaning ‘Of (really “coin of’) the worshipful lord 
Brahmanyadeva Kumiara.’!”* 


Banerjea’s readings of the legends on these Yaudheya coins 
have been accepted by most of the subsequent scholars.’” 


On the basis of his interpretation of the coin-legends, J.N. 
Banerjea suggests that the Yaudheyas dedicated their state to their 
spiritual lord, Karttikeya, who henceforth, became their temporal 
lord as well.!”© This change, he suggests, appears to have come 
sometime after the defeat of the Yaudheyas at the hands of the 
Karddamaka Saka Ksatrapa, Rudradiman I.'”” Banerjea is of the 
opinion that these coins were issued in the name of KaArttikeya, the 
spiritual as well as the temporal lord of the Yaudheyas,'” and not 
in the name of a Yaudheya ruler named Brahmanya(deva), as 
suggested by some scholars like Rapson'” and Smith.'*? Banerjea 
cites examples of the existence of this form of theocracy in the 
earlier and subsequent periods of Indian history. The seal-legend 
Sri Vindhyabhedana-mahdarajasya Mahesvara - Mahasenati- 
sristarajyasya Vrisadhvajasya Gautamiputrasya, on a third or 
fourth century A.D. Bhita sealing has been interpreted by Marshall 
as “Of the illustrious Maharaja Gautamiputra Vrisadhvaja, the 
penetrator of the Vindhyas, who had made over his kingdom to the 
great Lord Karttikeya.”!®! Marshall says that the seal “seems to 
indicate that in ancient times there may have existed a pious 
custom, according to which rulers onthe occasion of their accession 
entrusted their kingdom to their ishtadevata and considered 
themselves as mere agents.”!** The ChatreSvara type of Kuninda 
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coins also show that the Kuninda states was once dedicated to 
ChatreSvara Siva, and coins were issued in his name.'® This type 
of theocracy may also be Seen in the case of the Sisodiya Ranas 
of Udayapura,'* the State of Travancore,'* and Cochin,!®° where 
the rulers administered in the name of god Padmanabha; the later 
Eastern Gangas of Orissa who dedicated their state to Purusottama- 
Jagannatha;!®’ and the Guhilas of Mewar who ruled in the name of 
Ekalinga.'** 


The suggestion of J.N. Banerjea, that the Yaudheyas, after 
their defeat at the hands of Rudradaman I, dedicated their state to 
Karttikeya and issued their coins in his name, has been accepted 
and followed by almost all the subsequent scholars. '* 


Jai Prakash, however, finds J.N. Banerjea’s suggestion as “not 
convincing”, mainly because on these Y audheya coins, Karttikeya 
is not given “the popular regal epithets of the time.”!° He says that 
the coin-legends no doubt describe Brahmanya-Kumara 
(Karttikeya) as Svami, but as the Western Saka Ksatrapas, who 
pupularised this title, never used it without the royal epithet rana, 
this svami “should not be taken to mean the independent status of 
Karttikeya.”'?! Jai Prakash is of the view that as these coins refer 
to Karttikeya as svdmi, the title probably borrowed from the 
Western Saka Ksatrapas, these coins were issued to commemorate 
the independence of the Yaudheyas from these Western Saka 
Ksatrapas. They were issued in the name of Karttikeya, their 
tutelary deity, because the Yaudheyas might have ascribed their 
independence to the special favour of the war-god.'** Thus he 
takes these coins as commemorative medallions. But these pieces 
also served as regular money, for these coins have been found in 
large numbers.’?? 


Incidentally, these coins show a marked Kus4na influence.'™ 


238 Aspects of Ancient Indian Numismatics 


The figure of the six-headed goddess on the reverse is influenced 
by the figures of Mithra, Mao, and Helios on the Kusana coins.!” 
As Stated earlier, the title of svami, given to K4rttikeya on these 
coins, was pupularised by the Western Saka Ksatrapas.'?© As 
such, these coins have to be placed after the title had been 
introduced by the Kusanas and Western Saka Ksatrapas. Allan 
places these coins later than second century A.D.!?’ D.C. Sircar 
assigns them to the second or third century A.D.'* We find this 
date for these coins as quite possible. We have accepted that these 
pieces were struck after the Yaudheyas had asserted their 
independence from Western Saka Ksatrapa rule. They had been 
subjugated by Rudradaman I,'”? who flourished at least upto A.D. 
150, the date of his Junagarh Rock Inscription,’ and could have 
asserted their independence sometime after the close of the reign 
of Rudradaman I. 
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9 


COMMEMORATIVE 
MEDALLIONS OF THE 
IMPERIAL GUPTAS 


The Gupta emperor, Samudragupta, is known to have issued 
at least two (probably three)’ types of commemorative medallions. 
These are the ASvamedha type and the Lynist type. As regards the 
view of scholars like Allan,?R.D. Banerji,> and others, that the 
Chandragupta I - Kumaradevi type of coins are also commemorative 
medals struck by Samudragupta in memory of his parents, we 
have already seen that this view does not appear to be acceptable,’ 
and Altekar’s view? that these coins are joint issues struck by 
Chandragupta I and Kumaradevi seems to be more appropriate. 


ASVAMEDHA TYPE OF SAMUDRAGUPTA 


Samudragupta is known from his Prayadga Prasasti® to have 
made extensive conquests in North and South India. He seems to 
have celebrated these conquests by the performance of the 
Asvamedha, the Horse-sacrifice, ‘thereby proclaiming his position 
of paramount power in India. The ASvamedha type of coins appear 
to have been issued to commemorate this memorable event, and 
in all probability, to be distributed to the officiating priests and the 
learned Brahmanas who graced the event by their presence.° 


— Samudragupta himself has left no epigraphic record of his 


performance of the Asvamedha, unless any reference to this event 
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was contained in the damaged portions of the Praydga Prasasti.’ 
However, his successors refer to him as Chirotsannasvame- 
dhaharttuh,'° “one who had revived the Asvamedha, which had 
been long in abeyance.” This statement may not be totally 
accurate, for it is known that the ASvamedha was pertormed by 
Indian kings not long before the reign of Samudragupta.’' These 
kings are ParaSariputra Sarvatata, Satakarni the husband of 
Naganika, Vasisthiputra Iksvaku Sri-Chamtamilla, Devavarman 
Sal ankayana, Vakataka Pravarasena I, Pallava Siva-Skandavarman, 
and some kings of the BharaSiva-Naga family." 


However, there can be no doubt that the performance of the 
Asvamedha by Samudragupta marked the revival of the old glory 


and influence of the Brahmanical religion.” 


Bhandarkar, basing his evidence on Sayana’s commentary, 
interprets the word chirotsannasvamedhdharttuh as one who 
performed a horse-sacrifice with all the elements, some of which 


had been taken as lost or forgotten for a long time." 


The view that the ASvamedha type of coins were distributed 
by daksind to the officiating priests and other Brahmanas seems 
to have been inspired by, or at least seems to be corroborated with, 
the use of the epithet Nydyvdgatdnekago-hiranyakotiprada” for 
Samudragupta by his successors in their inscriptions. '* Similarly, 
the word Suvarnaddna, “distribution of gold”, occurring in the 
Eran Inscription of Samudragupta!’ might also refer to the 
distribution of these gold coins of the ASvamedha type on this 


occasion by the emperor.'® 


Bhandarkar, however, says that it is “unlikely”’? that 
Samudragupta struck the ASvamedha type of coins for distribution 
among the officiating priests, for this type of coins, “though so few 
of them have yet been found, seem to present three or four different 


varieties, showing that they were struck in different mints. On the 
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other hand, if they had really been intended as largesses to the 
Brahmana priests who participated in the solemn nite, they would 
have come from one and the same mint, and presenting one variety 
only”.”° 


The ASvamedha type of Samudragupta, in all probability, 
would have been issued towards the latter part of his reign, as it 
would appear that the ASvamedha was performed by the emperor 
after the completion of his conquests. It is true that the horse- 
sacrifice might as well be performed before setting out on a 
digvijaya;*' it is more usually perfermed in celebration of the 
attainment of paramount power after a series of conquests,” for, 
the Satapatha Brahmana says, “Verily the ASvamedha means 
royal sway; it 1s after royal sway that they strive who guard the 
horse .... Whereupon let him who holds royal sway perform the 
horse-sacrifice for verily whosoever performs the horse-sacrifice 
without possessing royal sway is swept away.”’”’ The ASvamedha 
“involved an assertion of power and a display of political authority 
such as only a monarch of undisputed supremacy could have 


ventured upon without courtmg humiliation.””* 


R.C. Majumdar says, “it may justly be doubted whether he 
scrupulously followed the prescribed method of letting loose the 
sacrificial horse and these extensive conquests were undertaken 
merely as the necessary prelude to the great ceremony .... The 
probability rather 1s that the Asvamedha sacrifice was thought of 
towards the close of his reign as a fitiang symbol to signalise the 
wonderful results achieved by arduous military campaigns of a 


9995 


long life. 


As such, Samudragupta appears to have performed the 
Asvamedha quite late in his reign. after the completion of his 
conquests in North and South India,“and therefore. the ASvamedha 
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type of coins, which were struck to commemorate the performance 
of the Asvamedha,”' would appear to have been issued towards the 
end of his reign.” 


We now proceed to give a full description of the ASvamedha 
type of Samudragupta. . 


Oby. : Uncaparisoned horse, sometimes with a strap on the 
neck,’ to 1.; before yiipa (sacrificial post), from 
which penon flies over the horse’s back; mane of 
horse plaited in some cases;*? sometimes a String of 
beads* and a crescent above the horse’s back;?! 
Brahmi letter Si beneath the horse; very rarely, a low 
pedestal below the horse.** Circular Brahmi legend, 
starting at V,°° VIII,*? LX,*> XI,*° or XIP’ on different 
coins : Rajadhirdjah prithivimavitva®® (or visitya?’) 
divam Jayatyahritavajimedhah. 

Rey. : The crowned queen” (most probably Dattadevi), 
standing to 1., on a pearl-bordered circular mat;*' she 
is dressed in a sdri and choli, wears ornaments like 
earrings, necklace, armlets, and anklets; holds a 
chamara in herr. hand, which rests onherr. shoulder: 
a towel in her |. hand, hanging by her side; in front of 
queen, an ornamental s#chi bound with fillet; on 
some specimens,*” gourd (7) at her feet; Brahmi 
legend : Asvamedhaparakramah.*° 


Gold. Round. (Pl. XI, 6, 7). 


The uncaparisoned horse sometimes has beads plaited into its 
mane.** The sacred scriptures lay down that a hundrea golden 
beads should be strung in the mane and the tail of the horse’ Beads 
Strung in the tail are, however, not shown on the coins of this type. 
The string of beads visible above the back of the horse on some 
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specimens**appears to be just a decorative motif.”” 


Rapson was perhaps the first scholar to identify the bent pole 
on the obverse of this type as the sacrificial post (vipa).**The base 
of this yiipa, to which the horse is tied,*’ is partly within, and party 
outside the vedi or altar on which the horse is standing. This is in 
accordance with the sacred texts which state that if the yiipa is 
entirely within the altar, the sacrificer will win only the heaven; if 
it is totally outside the altar, he will win only the earth; but if it is 
partly within and partly outside the altar, he will win both the 
worlds.°° The perpendicular line connecting the yiipa with the vedi 
on some coins,” too, appears to be merely decorative.” 


The penons flying from the top of the yZpa on these coins are 
also for the sake of decoration only; the sacred texts do not direct 
it to be so. But in the Ramayana, too, there is a reference to pieces 
of cloth adorning the twenty-one viipas erected during the horse- 
sacrifice performed by DaSaratha.~* The yupa is bent in the middle 
and at the top, as enjoined by the Vedic texts.* It is also provided 
in the middle with a girdle or rasand, with its two ends hanging 
down.” The chas@la, a wooden ring, narrow at the centre,** is 
denoted by two dots near the upper end of the yuipa?”’. 


Below the horse, on each coin, there is a Brahmi letter Si, 


which appears to be the contracted form of the word Siddham.°8 


Very rarely, alow pedestal is found above the vedi,*’ and below 
the letter Si. According to Allan, this might be a brick of the altar, 
or a slab of gold serving as the seat for the hotri.® But Altekar 
argues that if this is the seat for the hotri, why is it placed below 
the horse?°! He refers to the nature of this pedestal as a “mystery”. 


Alian read the obverse legend as Rajadhirajah prithivimavitva 


divam jayatvaprativaryaviryah.© It was Venis who corrected the 


254 Aspects of Ancient Indian Numismatics 


end of this legend, and restored it as Rajddhirajah prithivimavitva 
divam jayatyahritavajimedhah.™ 

Allan has also referred to a second variety of the obverse 
legend found on a coin of Hoey, and on another in the Bodleian 
Collection. Here, the legend reads prithivim vijitya instead of 
prithivimavitva.© Altekar has found this same variety of the 
obverse legend on a coin in the Bayana hoard. It might also be 
pointed out that Smith, too, read prithivim viitya on a coin in the 
Indian Museum Collection.®’Thus, the second vanety of the 
obverse legend on the ASvamedha type of Samudragupta reads 
Rajadhirajah prithivim vijitya divam jayatvahritavajimedhah®. 

The female figure on the reverse of this coin-type is perhaps 
that of Dattadevi, the chief-queen of Samudragupta as stated 
earlier, for the chief-queen of the performer of the sacrifice was 
required to perform certain functions at the Asvamedha.® She is 
shown on the coins as holding a chamara in her right hand, and a 
piece of cloth or towel in her left hand. The sacred scriptures” 
enjoin that the queen should fan and wash the sacrificial horse.” 
Hence the chdmara and towel in her hands” On acoin inthe British 
Museum Collection”? Allan thinks that there is a gourd near the 
feet of the queen.” As Altekar has pointed out, this object is very 
indistinct on the plate, but “if it was really a gourd, it would 
obviously refer to the queen’s duty to wash the horse.””5 


Altekar has also pointed out that though the queen was 
required to wash the horse, on no coin is she shown actually 
carrving a pitcher, which was probably because the actual pouring 
of water was done by the servants, while the queen washed the 
animal, and rubbed its body with a towel ”° 


Regarding the pointed object before the queen on the reverse, 
Smith had earlier suggested that it was a spear.”” Later, he changed 
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his opinion, and identified the object as a staff or standard.’* Allan, 
however, says that as this object appears on this coin-type, “it 
must be closely connected with the sacrifice, and we would, 
therefore, suggest that it is a sacrificial or ceremonial spear.” But 
Altekar says that a spear was not required in the Asvamedha. He 
identifies this pointed object as a sitchi, or needle, with which the 
three queens were required to puncture the body of the horse after 
it had been killed, so as to facilitate the passage of the sword into 
its body - the crowned queen using a golden siuchi, the favourite 
queen, a Silver siichi, and the discarded green, a copper needle.*° 
Altekar’s identification seems to be the most appropriate.On the 
basis of the reverse legend, ASvamedhaparakramah on this coin- 
type, Rapson suggests that Pardkramdditya might have been the 
dditva title of Samudragupta, thus comparing the forms Vikrama 
and Vikramaditya, as used by Chandragupta II.*! 


Rapson has published a seal bearing the figure of a horse, and 
the legend Pardkrama.** This is taken to refer to the ASvamedha 
performed by Samudragupta Parakramaditya.* He appears to 
have adopted the ASvamedha device also for his seal.* 


According to Smith, a stone horse found in Uttar Pradesh, 
bearing a mutilated Prakrit legend ... adaguttasa deyadhamma, 


also probably refers to the Asvamedha of Samudragupta.™ 


Incidentally, it may be mentioned here that the Poona Copper 
Plate Inscription of the Vakataka queen Prabhavatigupta refers to 
Samudragupta as anekdsvamedhayajin,®® one who performed 
more than one horse-sacrifices. This, however, does not seem to 
be the case.*’ The information given in the Poona Copper Plate 
Inscription and certain other Vakataka records regarding the 
Gupta genealogy is not wholly correct. For instance, Chandragupta 


I, who is always referred to as Mahdardjadhiraja in Gupta records, 
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is called simply Mahdraja in the Poona Plates.** Also, the usual 
epithets of Samudragupta, ChaturudadhisalilasvaditayaSasah, 
Anekagohiranya-kotisahasraprada, Sarvvardajochchhetta, are 
applied to Chandragupta II in this record.®? 


Had Samudragupta performed more than one ASvamedha, it 
could be expected that this fact would have found mention in the 
Gupta records, which proudly hail him as Chirotsannasvame- 
dhaharttuh. 

It is likely that the Vakataka scribes who were accustomed to 
referring to Vakataka princes as anekayaji, “performer of several 
sacrifices’, thought that it might be insulting to the queen-regent 
if they referred to her grandfather as the performer of only one 
horse-sacrifice. 


Bhandarkar has put forth a very interesting explanation of the 
epithet. anekasvamedhayaji, used for Samudragupta by 
Prabhavatigupta.” He points out that in the Mahabharata,”' Vyasa 
says to Yudhisthira, “Let thy sacrifice, O the best of kings, be 
performed in such a way that it shall not be defective. In 
consequence of the large quantity of that gold (having to spend 
which) it is called Bahusuvarnaka (Profuse-Gold Sacrifice). 
Increase here the dakshind threefold, O great king, and thy 
(sacrifice) shall become threefold. The Brahmanas are competent 
for this purpose. Having thus accomplished three Asvamedhas 
each with profuse dakshind, thou shalt be freed, O king, from the 
sin committed in consequence of the slaughter of thy kinsmen.”’ 
Bhandarkar suggests, “We have only to presume that he distributed 
dakshina among Brahmanas just so many times more than laid 
down for the sacrifice, but that he performed only one solemn 


rite." 
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Artistically, the ASvamedha type of Samudragupta is of very 
high order, and the “ASvamedha coins are among the best 
specimens of the numismatic art of ancient India.”*? The graceful 
and noble figure of the horse; the grace and alertness with which 
the queen is standing, all go to add to the artistic merits of this 
coin-type. As Altekar points out, the device was executed by the 


best artists, who were well aware of the importance of the event 


they were called upon tc commemorate on the coins.” 


M.K. Dhavalikar has tried to raise some doubts regarding the 
attribution of ASvamedha type to Samudragupta.*° He argues that 
the type does not carry the name of Samudragupta, thus being the 
only type attributed to this ruler not bearing his name.” Also, the 
type has no foreign influence, and this makes its attribution to 
Samudragupta jess likely, according to Dhavalikar.”’ He further 
says that Samudragupta performed the Asvamedha “at the fag-end 
of his iife for he practically had very little time at his disposal after 
his conquests. Evidently he could not issue the ASvamedha type 
inspite of his desire to do so.”** Dhavalikar suggests that the type 
wus issued by Chandragupta II to commemorate his father.” 


Dhavalikar’s arguments do not appear to be very convincing. 
“The Allahabad Pillar Inscription states that Pardkrama was the 
aka or the characteristic title of Samudragupta, so Asvamedha- 
parakramah was quite sufficient to indicate the name of the 
issuer."!° We have also seen! that the ASvamedha type was 
issued on the occasion of the ASvamedha probably to be given to 
the Brahmanas. As such. there is no question of Samudragupta’s 
having no time after the Asvamedha to issue this type. Also, had 
these coin been issued by Chandra gupta II. he would have mentioned 
his own name on them along with that of his father. On these 


grounds, Dhavalikar’s attribution of this type to Chandragupta II 
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does not seem to be acceptable. 
LYRIST TYPE OF SAMUDRAGUPTA 


The Praydga Prasasti of Samudragupta says that the emperor, 
through his sharp and polished intellect and mastery over the art 
of music, put to shame the guru of Indra, and the divine musicians 
Tumburu and Narada.! This claim of the prasasti gets numismatic 
corroboration from the Lyrist type of coins of Samudragupta 
showing him playing on vind.'*” Interestingly, the divine musicians 
mentioned in the epigraph, 1.e., Tumburu and Narada, are both 
known as players of the vind or the Indian lute; in fact, the credit 
of inventing the Naradiya vina goes to Narada, as the very name 
of the instrument suggests. Thus, the Lyrist type of Samudragupta 
provides “striking testimony to his love of music.”"% RC. 
Majumdar rightly observes, “The high eulogies of the official 
record in respect of his personal accomplishments were not 
merely conventional or courtly praises, but had a large substratum 


of actual fact.” 


The coins of the Lyrist type of Samudragupta are quite rare.!™ 
The view of Allan that these coins seem to be of the nature of 
medals.’ seems to be appropriate. Samudragupta seems to have 
ordered the issue of these coins proclaiming his hobby.’” and as 


such, these coins have to be taken as commemcrative medals. 


The Lyrist tyne of Samudragupta has been divided into two 
Varities - Variety a consisting of “fine !arge coms with footstool 
without symbol on the reverse’, and with the legend having the 
letter ha of the eastern vanet y; Variety b consisting of “small coins 
with symbol without footstool”, and with the legend having the 


IC8 


letter a of the nocthem variety."* Intes.stinsiv. however. the 


smaller coms, e., coms of Variety b. are heavier than the larger 
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coins of Variety a.!%° 


According to Allan, '!° the coins of Variety a may further be 
divided into two sub-varieties - those with the back of the throne 
upright and the king wearing a cap,!!’ and those with the back of 
the throne sloping, and the king bareheaded.!!” 


Allan suggests on the basis of the form of letters that coins of 
Variety a were the issues of the mint of the capital, while coins of 
Variety b were the issues of a provincial mint.' Altekar, although 
he says that “indications of the eastern and western forms of letters 
are not conclusive’, he finds it “not unlikely” that the coins of 
Variety a were issued from the mint in the capital, and those of 
Variety b were issued from the mints in the outlying provinces.''* 


We shall now describe the coins of the Lyrist type of 


Samudragupta. 
Var. a. 
Oby. : King, nimbate, seated cross-legged upon a cushioned 


couch to |.; wearing waist-cloth; sometimes with 
pearl-bordered cap;’!’ necklace, earrings, armlets; 
high back of the throne visible; playing vind, which 
rests upon his lap; beneath couch, a pedestal with 
letter Si; Brahmi legend. beginning at XII : 
Mahdrajadhiraja''® Sri S amudraguptah. 

Rev. : Goddess, nimbate, seated on a wicker stool to L.; 
dressed in sari, choli, and sometimes an upper 
garment; wears necklace, earrings, armlets, anklets; 
inr. hand, a pasa; in the1., acornucopiae. No symbol. 
Brahmi legend on the right, usually separated by a 


line : Sumudraguptah."" 


Goid. Round. (Pl. XI, 8). 
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Obv. :  Nimbateking, bareheaded, seated cross-legged upon 

_a high-backed, cushioned couch, to |.; dressed in 

waist-cloth; wearing usual ornaments; playing vind, 

which rests in laps; no pedestal beneath couch. 

Brahmi legend, beginning at I : Mahdrajadhiraja Sri 
Samudraguptah. 

Rev. : | Nimbate goddess, seated on wicker-stool, to!.; dressed 
in sari, bodice, sometimes an upper garment; usual 
omaments; noose inr. hand; commucopiae inl. Symbol. 
Brahmi legend : Samudraguptah. '!* 

Gold. Round. (Pt. XI, 9). 


{t has been suggested that the idea behind the depiction of the 
king seated on a high backed couch and playing on a vind Seems 
to be to represent Samudragupta as seated on the terrace of his 
palace in a Summer evening, for he wears hardly any dress on the 
upper part of his body, relaxing with a vind.'” The king is, 
therefore, spending his hours of leisure by indulging in his 
favourite hobby. 

The vind in the hands of Samudragupta is quite different from 
the modern vind, which has a straight, long, and narrow fret buard 
and a gourd at one or both ends of this board. This inodern type 
of vind may be seen as early as in the sculptures of the Pala period. 
The vind of Samudragupta, as seen on thus coin, Is a Seven- 
stringed instiument with, most probably, a hallow belly.’?°Such 
an instrument may be seen in the sculptures of Bharhut. Besnagar. 
and Amaravatit”! 


The syllable Si, which occurs on the pedestal on the coins of 


Variety a, has been explained by Allan as an abbreviation for the 
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word siddham.'*? This explanation has generally been accepted by 
the scholars'“This might indicate that the coins were issued on 
some auspicious occasion.'“ 


The reverse device of this coin-type of Samudragupta is rather 
unusual, in that it shows a female seated on a wicker-stool.!* 
Smith is of the view that this reverse device is an exact copy of 
the Greek goddess Demeter as seen on a coin from Paros island, 
now in the British Museum Collection.'”° But, as pointed out by 
Altekar, this coin-type from Paros island is very rare, and unless 
it can be shown that this typ¢, or its imitation, was well-known in 
India at the time, it would be difficult to accept that the reverse 
device of the Lyrist type of Samudragupta is a copy of a foreign 
type.'’’The artist is here trying to represent the deity in a new 
posture. The reverse type, according to Allan, “is an original 
deviation from the Ardochsho type’”’.!”° 


The goddess on the reverse here is generally identified with 
Laksmi.'”*A part from the cornucopiae in the hand of the deity on 
the reverse, there is not a single trace of Kusana influence. The 
obverse and the reverse devices of the Lyrist type of Samudragupta 
are completely original in conception and execution.'?°On some 
specimens of Lyrist type of Samudragupta,'*'the reverse legend is 
inscribed as Sarmudraguptah. Allan is of the view that this was 
due to the carelessness of the moneyer, who thoughtlessly began 
to inscribe Sarvarajochchhetta, the reverse legend of the Kacha 
coins, and when he reached as far as sarva, he realised his mistake, 
and “corrected himself by adding the u and emphasising the top 
stroke of the v produced a passable (r)m(i).”'3*He also points out 
fhat the letter ma on these coins is practically closed like a va, 
while on the coins with the correct legend, Samudraguptah, it is 
open, as it should be.'°?On this basis, he opines that this Lyrist type 
might be placed soon after the issue of the Kacha type. '*** But this 
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explanation presupposes that the Kacha type was an issue of 
Samudragupta himself, which might not be the case.'*It seems 
more likely that Kacha was different from Samudragupta, and 
actually came later than this ruier.'*°As such, Allan’s suggestion 
seems to be inappropriate. It appears that the mistake in the legend 
was simply due to the carelessness of the moneyer, who added an 
extra r over the letter ma of the legend. 


The Lyrist type of Samudragupta seems to be connected with 
the ASvamedha type of that ruler with the letter 57.9% 


According to Allan, the type might have been connected with 
the Asvamedha yajna of Samudragupta,'** for during the ASvamedha 
a Rajanya lute-player'*’ was required to sing three gathas composed 
by himself to the notes of the vind, the gatha describing the 
military valour and victories of the sacrificer.'°8 Allan, however, 
says that it is improbable that Sas 1udragupta himself played the 
role of the vindgathi, and he interprets the type as representing 
Samudragupta at his favourite amusement.!°? 


Altekar also believes that both the Lynst and the ASvamedha 
types were issued on the occasion of the Asvamedha, and suggests 
that the singing of three gdthdas by the Ksatriya lute player during 
the Asvamedha, along with Samudragupta’s passion for music 
must have been responsible for the introduction of the Lyrist 
type.!"° Though the coins of this type are very rare as they are of 
the nature of medals, '”’ it might be suggested that they were struck 
for distribution to the Brahmanas on the occasion of the Asvamedha. 


Due to the high artistic quality'** and medallic nature'* of the 
coins of the Lyrist type, they are placed quite late in the reign of 
Samudragupta. If these coins were actually issued on the occasion 
of the Asvamedha, as 1s believed, the type has to be placed in the 
latter part of the reign of Samudragupta, for, as already seen, we 
have reasons to believe that Samudragupta performed the 
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Asvamedha quite late in his life, after his brilliant military success 
in the north and south,'** since the Praya4ga PraSasti, which refers 
to these victories of Samudragupta, does not make a mention of his 
performance of the ASvamedha sacrifice.'* 


R.D. Banerji refers to the Lyrist, the Agvamedha, and the 
Tiger-slayer types. of Samudragupta as “freak” types, without 
giving the actual reason(s) for describing these coins in this 
manner.'*° Jt is difficult to agree with him. If, as Altekar 
suggests,’*’ R.D. Banerji regards these types as “freak” types 
because of their rarity, the Archer and the Battle-axe types of this 
ruler are equally rare; rather, the ASvamedha type coins of 
Samudragupta are found in relatively larger numbers than his 
Battle-axe type coins or Archer type coins.'** Altekar also says 
that “more careful thought and attention was bestowed in 
determining the details of these types than those of the Standard, 
the Archer, and the Battle-axe types, which are regarded by 
Banerji as regular types.”!*? In fact, the Lyrist type coins of 
Samudragupta are among the best specimens of ancient Indian 
numismatic art.'%° | 


Altekar has drawn the attention of the scholars towards a silver 
coin of the Lyrist type of Samudragupta in the possession of Ram 
Govind Prasad.'*! The coin is exactly similar to the gold coins of 
this type of the larger variety.'** Its surface is very blurred and 
blackened.'*? It weighs 74 grains. Altekar regards this coin as a 
piece of ancient forgery, for the Gupta silver coins were based on 
the standard of 33 grains.'** The dies of the gold type seem to have 
been used for minting this silver piece.!* 


THE KACHA TYPE 


The attribution 6f the Kacha type of coins is a very knotty 


264 Aspects of Ancient Indian Numismatics 


problem. There are two main views regarding this point. According 
to one group of scholars, Kacha was identical with Samudragupta, 
and, hence, the Kacha type was struck by him.'*° According to the 
other group, Kacha was different from Samudragupta, and might 
have been a brother or son of the latter.'°? The arguments put forth 
by the scholars of both the groups in favour of their respective 
views are strong but not conclusive. One can easily have an idea 
of the situation when one notes that a scholar of the calibre of 
Smith veered from one view to another more than once.'*® 


Interestingly, R.D. Banerji, combined the two theories, and 
came forth with the suggestion that the Kacha type coims were 
commemorative medals issued by Samudragupta in memory of 
K4cha, who was probably a brother of Samudragupta, and who had 
predeceased his father, Chandragupta I.'°? 


Before discussing the attribution, we shall proceed to describe 
the coin-type. The Kacha coins are of two varieties, the second 
variety coming to light only with the discovery of the Bayana 
hoard of Gupta gold coins.’ 


Var. a. 


Obv. : King, nimbate, standing to |.; dressed in coat, 
trousers, a close-fitting cap; usual ornaments: 
holding chakradhvaja (standard surmounted by 
wheel) in |. hand; offering incense on altar with r. 
hand; Brahmi legend under King’s 1. arm: Kacha. 
Circular Brahmi legend beginning at I : Kdcho 
gamavajitya divam karmabhir-uttamair-jayati. 

Rev. Goddess, nimbate, standing to 1. on a circular 
carpet; dressed in sari, choli, upper garment; 
usual ornaments; flower in r. hand; cornucopiae 
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in 1. hand. Symbol on |. at the centre. On r. 
Brahmi legend : Sarvarajochchhetta.'”' 


Gold. Round. (Pl. XII, 1). 
Var. b. 
Oby. As the obverse of Variety a, but king wearing 


_ dhoti instead of trousers, and in front of the king 
is the Garudadhvaja in addition to the chakradhvaja 
in the.1 hand of the king. 


Rey. As the reverse of Variety a, but goddess holding 
pasa instead of the usual flower in her r. hand. 
Symbol is on the 1. at the top. 


Gold. Round. (Pl. XII, 2). 


The goddess on the reverse is identified with Laksmi.'® This 
seems to be the most likely identification. 


The name of Kacha does not appear in any Gupta genealogy 
known so far. Itis, however, almost certain that he has to be placed 
in the early Gupta period on the basis of numismatic evidence. His 
coins are found mostly associated with those of the early Gupta 
rulers, Chandragupta I, Samudragupta and Chandragupta II.! 
The Kasarva hoard'® from Balia district of Uttar Pradesh contains 
coins of Samudragupta and Kacha only.'® The Tanda hoard!®’ 
consists of the coins of Chandragupta I, Samudragupta , and 
Kacha.!® 7 


A probability has been put forth that Kacha might not have 
been a Gupta ruler at all, but an upstart, who temporarily eclipsed 
the Gupta power either at the death of Chandragupta I, or during 
Samudragupta’s southern campaign, when he was absent from the 
capital for quite some time.'® This would explain the association 
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of his coins with those of Chandragupta I and Samudragupta, and 
also the absence of his name from official Gupta genealogies. 
Also, the Praydga PraSasti of Samudragupta seems to refer to a 
war that he had to fight not long after his coronation.'” 


But the Kacha type coins are found only in the coin-hoards of 
Gupta kings like the Bayana heard, Tanda hoard,'”! the Kasarva 
hoard,!” and the Sakori hoard.'’”> The Bayana hoard!” does not 
contain a single non-Gupta coin, yet we find sixteen coins of 
Kacha in this hoard.'”? This tends to show that Kacha was most 
probably a Gupta ruler. Altekar says, “One, however, finds it 
difficult to believe that the Gupta power was so completely 
eclipsed after the death of Chandragupta I as to render the gold 
coinage of the interloper possible.”!”° 


The identity of Kacha is very controversial. The early scholars 
like Prinsep and Thomas,'”’ were of the view that Kacha might 
have oeen identical with Ghatotkacha, the father of Chandragupta 
I. But this view does not seem to be appropriate, for Ghatotkacha 
is referred to in Gupta records as a mere Maharaja, which was the 
title of a feudatory in the Gupta period, and he could not possibly 
have issued his own coins.’’* Then, on most of the specimens of 
Kacha type, the name of the king 1s clearly spelt as Kacha and not 
as Kacha. And Ghatotkacha could not possibly have ever been 
contracted into Kacha.'” 


Scholars like Fleet,!8° Smith,!8! and Allan!® are of the view 
that Kacha might be identified with Samudragupta. The arguments 
put forth by these scholars, who advocate the identity of Kacha and 
Samudragupta, have been summed up as follows :'83 


The average weight of the Kacha type coins is the same as that 
of the various types of the coins of Samudragupta, i.e., about 116 
grains.'™ 
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The obverse of the Kacha type bears a marked similarity to the 
obverse of the Standard type of Samudragupta, as regards the 
dress and posture of the king.’® 


The obverse legend of the Kacha type, i.e., Kacho gamavajitya 
divam karmabhiruttamairjayati, is “almost synonymous” with 
that of the Archer type of Samudragupta, 1.e., Apratiratho vijitya 
ksitim sucharitairdivam jayati,!® the karmabhiruttamair of the 
Kacha type being equivalent with the sucharitair of the Archer 
type, and both referring to the sacrifices and meritorious works of 


the issuer.!®’ 


The reverse of the Kacha type is very similar to the reverse of 
the Tiger-slayer type’®® and the ASvamedha type'® of 
Samudragupta. 


The reverse legend on the Kacha type is Sarvardjochchhetta, 
and this epithet is invariably given to Samudragupta alone in the 
Gupta epigraphs, though in the Poona and Rithpur Copper plates 
of Prabhavatigupta, the Vakataka queen, this epithet is given to 
Chandragupta H, her father. But there Vakataka records betray 
gross carelessness as far as the epithets of the Gupta rulers are 
concerned. For instance, in the Poona Copper Plates, Chandragupta 
I is described as mere Maharaja, and Samudragupta as 
Anekdsvamedhayajin. As such, it shall not be appropriate te 
assume on the basis of these records alone that Chandragupta II, 
too, bore the epithet of Sarvarajochchhetta.'! 


According to H.C. Rayachaudhuri, “it is unthinkable that the 
Style ‘uprooter of all kings’ could have been assumed by a Gupta 
monarch other than the one who is actually credited with that 


achievement by acontemporary inscription”, i.e., Samudragupta.'>! 


The difference in the names Kacha and Samudragupta is not 
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“insuperable obstacle in the identity of the two rulers.”!*? 
Samudragupta might have had two names like Chandragupta II, 
who was also known as Devagupta. Fleet suggests that Kacha was 
perhaps a less formal] name of Samudragupta.'? Allan'™ suggests 
that Kacha might have been the original name of the king, who 
assumed the name Samudragupta when his conquests reached as 
far as the sea.!%° 


But, as Altekar has pointed out, these arguments are not 
conclusive.!*° The evidence of weight would show that Kacha has 
to be placed before Chandragupta II, during whose reign, the 
average weight of the gold coins went up to 124 grains. 


The similarity of the obverse of the Kacha type with that of the 
Standard type of Samudragupta need not be taken as a proof of the 
identity of the two rulers. The Kacha type is also similar to the 
Standard type of Chandragupta IT.'?’ 


Similarly, mere paraphrasing of a legend need not prove the 
identity of Kacha with Samudragupta, The obverse legend on the 
Swordsman type of Kum4ragupta I reads Gdmavayitya sucharitath 
Kumaragupto divam jayati,'*® which is of almost the same form 
as that of the Kacha type. Are we then to identify Kacha with 
Kumaragupta I as well ? 


The similarity of the reverse of the Kacha type with those of the 
Tiger-slayer and the ASvamedha types of Samudragupta merely 
shows their probable nearness in time.’” 


The last two arguments put forth by those who support the 
identity of Kacha and Samudragupta are weighty, but still not 
conclusive. Sarvarajochchhetta was an epithet peculiar to 
Samudragupta alone. But he is not known to have used it in his 
lifetime?” and it was given to him only in the records of his 
successors.”°! | 
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Also, Chandragupta II did have a second name, Devagupta, but 
“he never allowed it to appear on his coinage.”’” It is doubtful 
whether Samudragupta would have permitted his second name 
Kacha, to appear on his coinage, supposing that Kacha was his 
second name.” = 


Altekar 1s inclined to regard Kacha as different from 
Samudragupta, and he gives arguments in favour of this view.2 
He says that the Gupta emperors used different epithets on the 
obverse and the reverse sides of their coins. But the personal name 
which occurs under the king’s arm, is one and the same for each 
ruler. The position of the name Kacha under the king’s arm on the 
obverse of the Kacha type makes it highly possible that it was the 
personal name of the king,*° and that he was different from 
Samudragupta, whose personal name is found under his arm on 
his coin-types as Samudra. 


Then, the chakradhvaja of Kacha is peculiar to him alone, and 
this gives a “particular individuality’ to Kacha, thus suggesting 
that Kacha 1s different from the other Gupta rulers who do not put 
the wheel-topped standard on their coins. If Kacha was the same 
as Samudragupta, it is expected that the chakradhvaja would have 
appeared on some other type(s) of Samudragupta. But-it ts 
confined to the Kacha type alone in the vast range of Gupta 
coinage. | 


It is also argued that if Kacha was the familiar name of 
Samudragupta, why is it confined to the Kacha type alone, and 
does not appear on any other of this coin-types. It has also been 
suggested that Kacha was a step brother of Samudragupta who had 
challenged the succession of the latter,’ inspite of the fact that 
Samudragupta had been nominated by Chandragupta I as his 
successor in the presence of the royal court. The Prayadga PraSasti 
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describes that this announcement rendered the faces of the other 
aspirants to kingship pale and downcast.*" P.L. Gupta is of the 
view that a passage™ in the Kaliyugardjavrittanta of the 
Bhavisyottarapurana makes it clear that Kacha was a brother and 
rival of Samudragupta.”"° But the genuineness of this passage 
itself is doubtful.2!’ P.L. Gupta also cites a passage from the 
Manijusrimilakalpa*’ which shows that Samudragupta had a 
younger brother named Bhasma, who contested the throne against 
him, and ruled for a short time.*!* Gupta identified Kacha with 
Bhasma, for Kdcha and Bhasma, both man “ashes’’*'*. The author 
of the Manjusrimilakalpa is known to mystify the names of 
historical characters described by him; and as such, the use of the 


name Bhasma in place of Kacha might have been deliberate.”!° 


Altekar is of the opinion that the Kacha type has to be placed 
after the Standard and Archer types of Samudragupta on numismatic 
grounds. Also, the Tiger-Slayer and ASvamedha types of 
Samudragupta appear to have served as the prototype for the 
reverse of the Kacha type. As such, Kacha has to be placed after 
Samudragupta *!**, This view of Altekar seems to provide strength 
to our surmise regarding the position of Kacha and Ramagupta 
which will be discussed below.”’® 


D.R. Bhandarkar has suggested that the actual name of the 
elder brother of Chandragupta Vikramaditya, mentioned in the 
literary and epigraphic sources, was Kacha, which might have 
been transformed into Rama due to later clerical error, for a little 
carelessness in the dropping of the horizontal stroke of ka can 
transform it into ra and cha can become ma if the pen slips to the 
left just beyond the loop of cha.?"" It is true that the identity of 


Kacha with Ramagupta can explain the numismatic peculiarities 
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of the Kacha type, as described by Altekar,*"* but the discovery of 
the copper coins bearing the name of Ramagupta, and also the 
typical Gupta Garuda standard,’'? which tend to show that 
Ramagupta was an Imperial Gupta ruler, renders the identity of 
Kacha with Ramagupta very doubtful.’”° 


R.D. Banerji suggests that Kacha was a son of Chandragupta 
I who lost his life during the lifetime of this father, most probably 
during the Magadhan war of independence against the Later 
Kus4na rule, and that this brother, Kacha 1s being commemorated 
by Samudragupta by the issue of the Kacha type, which, Banerji 
says, are actually commemorative medals.**! The theory , as 
Altekar says,”? is “quite an ingenious one”. The epithet, 
Sarvardjoch- chhettd, on the reverse of the Kacha type of coins 
may suggest the name of the issuer, for Sarvarajochchhetta was 
the epithet of Samudragupta. But there is no evidence to show that 
Chandragupta | fought a battle for the independence of Magadha, 
in which his son, Kacha, might have lost his life.*?? The position 
of the name Kacha under the arm of the king on the obverse of the 
Kacha type coins also seems to rule out the possibility of their 
being commemorative medals struck by Samudragupta, for this 
position is invariably reserved for the name of the issuer of the 
coin. As such, this theory of R.D. Banerji does not seem to be 
tenable. 


Alterkar tentatively assumes that Kacha was a Gupta ruler 
who came after Samudragupta, **" but has to be placed before 
Chandragupta II because of the weight of the Kacha type 
coins.’ This seems to be the most appropriate view. But how are 
we to accommodate both Kiacha and Ramagupta between 
Samudragupta and Chandragupta II ? 


K.D. Bajpai suggests that it is possible that after conquering 
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eastern Malava,”° Samudragupta might have made Eran its 
provincial headquarter, and appointed his elder son, Ramagupta, 
as the governor of the new province. After the death of 
Samudragupta, his brother Kacha might have occupied 
Pataliputra,””’ where the royal gold mint was situated during the 
initial years of the Gupta rule,”* and Ramagupta was forced to stay 
at Eran,’”? with no access to the gold mint. This explains the 
absence of his gold coins. Bajpai further says that after killing the 
Saka king, and also Ramagupta, Chandragupta II seems to have 
dethroned Kacha at Pataliputra with the help of the loyal officials 
and Magadhans, and established himself as the nghtful Gupta 
emperor.”° 


This explanation, however, leaves the position of Ramagupta 
quite unclear. That he was an independent sovereign ruler at one 
stage of his career is proved by the Jain images bearing the 
inscription which ascribes to Ramagupta the title of 
Mahdarajadhiraja.**' To us, it appears that when Samudragupta 
nominated his younger son, Chandragupta II to succeed him,””” he 
mighthave made his elder son, Ramagupta, the provincial governor 
of Eran for life. When Kacha occupied the throne at Pataliputra 
following the death of Samudragupta, Ramagupta, on the advice 
of the Gupta generals and ministers loyal to his father’s memory, 
might have refused to accept Kacha as his sovereign, and declared 
his independence. Hence the title Maharajadhiraja for him. There 
is no evidence to show that Ramagupta actually fought a battle 
with the Saka king. Quite likely the very thought of a war might 
have forced the coward Ramagupta to accept the humiliating terms 
of treaty offered by the Saka ruler under the pretext of saving his 
subjects. His wife, Dhruvadevi, who was to be offered to the Saka 
king under the proposed treaty, turned to Chandragupta [II] for 
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help and protection. The valiant brother-in-law, disguised as a 
female, went to the city of the Saka ruler, and killed the latter.?*7 
He then must have killed or got killed his despised brother, 
Rimagupta. Thereafter, he married his brother’s widow, and then 
rushed to Pataliputra, where he defeated and dethroned the usurper, 
Kacha, with the help of generals, ministers, and feudatories, who 
were loyal to the memory of Samudragupta. As such Ramagupta, 
a son of Samudragupta, was only the ruler of the Malava region. 
This explains the position of Ramagupta, the non-mention of his 
name in the Imperial Gupta genealogical lists,?** the absence of his 
gold coins, as also the problem that how could a weak person like 
Ramagupta prevent his valiant brother from ascending the throne, 
when the latter had been specifically nemed by Samudragupta as 
his successor.”*° 


ASVAMEDHA TYPE OF KUMARAGUPTA I 


The ASvamedha coin-type of Kum4ragupta I is one of the most 
important types of that ruler, for these coins are main source of our 
knowledge regarding the performance of the ASvamedha by that 
ruler.77° No Gupta epigraphic record refers to the performance of 
the horse-sacrifice by Kumaragupta I.?7’ The only other evidence, 
a doubtful one, for this event is one stone image of a horse from 
Khairigarh, presently housed in the State Museum, Lucknow.” 
This horse-image is believed to be the replica of the horse 
sacrificed at the horse-sacrifice celebrated by Kumaragupta I.” 


Samudragupta is believed to have performed the ASvamedha 
after his conquests in North and South India. It is not certain 
whether Kum4ragupta’s Asvamedha followed any new conquest 
or acquisition of territory,”*° as we do not know definitely of any 
specific military campaign of Kum4@ragupta I.2#! 
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The coins of the ASvamedha type of Kumaragupta I| are very 
rare.*** Artistically, they are inferior to those of Samudragupta.*” 
While the horse on the latter was graceful and majestic, the animal 
on the former lacks both these qualities. The yipa is crude, and 
the rasand and chasdla are absent.“The queen on the reverse of 
the ASvamedha type of Kum4ragupta I is “stumpy, bent and fat’ 
and is no match to the tall, slim, and graceful figure of the queen 
on the reverse of the ASvamedha type of Samudragupta.”*° 


The ASvamedha coins of Kumaragupta I are of two varieties. 
The second variety has come to light only with the discovery of 
two coins of this type in the Bayana hoard.?** We now proceed to 
describe the ASvamedha type coins of Kum4ragupta I. 


Var. a. 


Obv. Caparisoned horse, standing to r.; yipa in front of 
horse; penon flying above the animal. Circular 
Brahmi legend, not yet properly read: Devojitasa- 
truh Kumaraguptodhiraja.*"’ 

Rev. Queen (Anantadevi 7?) standing to l.; dressed in 
sGri and upper garment; usual omaments on her 
person; chdmara in r. hand over r. shoulder; 1. 
hand hanging down, and holding a small towel;?** 
ornamental and filleted szchi in front of queen.*“” 
Brahmi legend : Sri-A§vamedhamahendrah.2© 


Gold. Round. (Pl. XI, 3). 


Before the discovery of the two coins of Variety b, it was 
believed that the horse on the ASvamedha type coins of Kumaragupta 
lis always caparisoned as opposed to the uncaparisoned horse on 
the ASvamedha type of coins of Samudragupta.”*! But on the coins 
of Variety b, the horse’s back 1s bare. 
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Var. b. 

Oby. : _ Bare horse, standing to |.; the rest as in Variety a. 
Rev. AS in Variety a 252 

Gold. _ Round. (Pl. XII, 4). 


It is believed by some scholars that Kum4ragupta I assumed 
the epithet Mahendra after performing the ASvamedha, because in 
the reverse legend of his ASvamedha type, he is called Sri- 
Asvamedhamahendra.’ » 


The horse on the ASvamedha type of Kum§@ragupta I bears a 
striking resemblance to the stone horse from Khairigarh, presently 
housed in the State Museum, Lucknow.”** The animal is depicted 
as “somewhat mechanical, lifeless, and sad in appearance.» 
“The die-cutter(Ss) as well as the sculptor ably represented a 
helpless animal, standing still with stooping head and sorrowful 
eyes,” as if “apprehending the imminent death at the horse- 
sacrifice,”’?°° 


R.D. Banerji was of the view that during the reign of 
Kuméaragupta I, the Gupta coinage reached the highest point of 
excellence.”*’ The Horse-man, Tiger-slayer, K4rttikeya, Apartigha, 
King-and-Queen, Lyrist, Rhinoceros-slayer, Elephant-rider, and 
Elephant-rider-lion-slayer types of this king are no doubt of high 
artistic quality.*** But one cannot fail to notice the deterioration in 
the ASvamedha, as well as in the Archer and Lion-slayer types of 
Kum4ragupta I as far as the artistic quality of the coms is 
concemed. This reveals the beginning of the decline in the 
numismatic art in the reign of Kumaragupta I”? As such, the view 
of R.D. Banerji is “but partly true”.? 
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LYRIST TYPE OF KUMARAGUPTA I 


With the discovery of the Bayana hoard, there came to light a 
very rare coin-type of Kum4ragupta I - the Lyrist type. This hoard 
contains the only two specimens of this type known so far.”°! This 
type is regarded as “an effort to revive the Lyrist type of 
Samudragupta.”’** However, it is to be noted that Lyrist type coins 
were issued by only these two Gupta emperors - Samudragupta 
and Kum§aragupta I - who both issued the ASvamedha type of 
coins. Does this tend to support the close connection between 
ASsvamedha yajna and the Lyrist type, hinted at by Allan? and 
Altekar’™ ? 


Samudragupta’s skill in the art of music is also known from an 
epigraphic source”® as well, apart from the Lyrist type of his 
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COINS. 
numismatic evidence of the Lyrist type of Kumaragupta Iregarding 


his musical skill. 
We now proceed to described the coin-type.”°’ 


Obv. Nimbate king, dressed in dhoti; usual omaments; 
seated on a straight-backed couch (parayankika), 
the back being clearly visible; r. leg folded on 
couch; |. leg over the r. one and hanging below; 
playing over a four stringed lute (Vina) with the 
fingers of the r. hand; |. hand over lute, “its fingers 

'gesticulating appreciation”; lute placed in the 
laps of the King. Circular Brahmi legend, 
beginning at I : Maharajadhiraja-Sri- 
Kumaraguptah. | 

Rey. : Within dotted border, a female figure, wearing 
usual oraments; seated on a straight-backed 
couch; two sides and four legs, of tapdar design, 
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of the couch visible; r. leg of female figure folded 
under couch; |. leg hangs down in front of it; r. 
hand, holding a stalked flower, bent up; |. hand 
rests on couch. Brahmi legend on l. : 
Kumaragupta2™ 


Gold. Round. (Pl. XII, 5). 


The identification of the female figure on the reverse of this 
coin-type is doubtful. She might be identified as a goddess. But, 
as Altekar points out,” in Hindu iconography, a goddess is not 
usually shown as Seated on a couch at ease, and smelling the 
flower held in her hand. AlteKar thinks it more probable that the 
female figure here is that of the queen of Kumaragupta lI, “Smelling 
a flower while sitting at the ease in the palace hall, perhaps 
listening to the music of her husband.”’?”° 


The obverse of the Lyrist type of Kumaragupta I is quite 
similar to its prototype, the Lyrist type of Samudragupta. The 
obverse legend is also the same except that the name of 
Kum§dragupta replaces that of Samudragupta.”” 


The reverse of this type of Kum4ragupta lis markedly different 
from that of the Lynst type of Samudragupta. The female 
(Goddess or queen ?) is shown seated on a couch, and not a wicker- 
stool as on the coins of Samudragupta.”” Her left hand, instead of 
holding a cornucopiae, as on the coins of Samudragupta, is here 
resting on the couch. Her right hand holds a stalked flower, and 
not a paSa as on the prototype. The reverse legend is on the left, 
and not on the right as on the Lyrist type of Samudragupta.*” 


The Lyrist type of Kum@ragupta [1s artistically of a high order, 
and 1s one of the best specimens of ancient Indian numismatic art. 
Altekar seems to be right in saying that first rate artists were 
summoned for the cutting of this rare die.?” 
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A copper coin from S.K. Saraswati Collection was published 
by B.N. Mukherjee. He described the coin as follows :- 


Obv. : King seated (probably on a couch), playing on a 
lyre, wearing close-fitting coat and trousers, 
bangles, ear-rings and necklace; border of dots; 
fragmentary legend in Gupta character on the side 
of the field just before the left knee of the king - 
Nebitja. 

Rev. : Goddess (Laksmi) seated facing on lotus, nimbate, 


wearing girdle, bangles and necklace, holding 

lotus and fillet respectively in her right and left 

hands ; border of dots ; fragmentary legend in 
_ Gupta characters ... Janama.”*”® 


Copper. Round. 


The name of the issuer of this coin is not clear from either the 
obverse or the reverse legend. B.N. Mukherjee attributes it to the 
Gupta period on the basis of palaeography, obverse and reverse 
devices, fabric, and general execution of the devices.?”° As both 
Samudragupta and Kumiaragupta I are known to have issued 
Lyrist type coins in gold, B.N. Mukherjee regards this copper 
piece as attributable to either of these two Gupta emperors, but 
says that Kum4ragupta has better claim to this coin because of “the 
reverse type (goddess seated on lotus), occurring on our coin, 
which is known to have appeared on the Gupta gold issues for the 
first time during the reign of Chandragupta II.”*”” But if this coin 
is attributed to Samudragupta, he “should be considered to have 
been the originator of the Gupta copper series”’.”” 


But the coin is markedly different from the gold coins of the 
Lyrist type issued by the two Gupta emperors. As such, B.N. 
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Mukherjee says that this coin might have been issued “by a chief 
(having the name of Nebija occurring on the obverse or Janama 
appearing on the reverse (7), pretending independence”, or “by a 
rich private individual, probably a Banker,” in imitation of the 
Gupta gold coins of the Lyrist type. 


T.P. Verma, however, raises certain objections to these 
hypotheses of B.N. Mukherjee regarding the attribution of this 
copper piece.”*° He is of the opinion that the posture of the king on 
this coin is quite different from that of the kings on the Gupta gold 
coins of the Lyrist type. The deity on the reverse is also executed 
differently. He also does not accept the reading of the obverse 
legend of this coin proposed by B.N. Mukherjee. The reverse 
legend is engraved in the reverse manner according to him, a 
practice which goes against the established conventions of Gupta 
numismatics.”®! 


Two Ephthalite copper coins of an exactly similar type were 
published by Cunningham.”® T.P. Verma says that the copper coin 
here is the third specimen of this type; the object in the left hand 
of the king is a sceptre, which B.N. Mukherjee mistook for a lyre, 
while the object in his right hand is probably the upper portion of 
the hilt of a daggar or a small sword.”*? He thus regards the coin 
as an Ephthalite issue.?*4 


APRATIGHA TYPE OF KUMARAGUPTA I 


The Apratigha type of Kumaragupta IJ is a very controversial 
coin-type. Several attempts have been made to interpret this type; 
“the mystery about its nature and significance is, however, not yet 
solved.”*® Before taking up the interpretation of the coin-type, we 
will describe it. 


Oby. : A male figure in the centre, standing, facing; 
dressed in dhoti with folds hanging between the 
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Rey. 


Gold. 


legs; hand folded at waist; hair tied up in a knot on 
the top of the head. To the right, a female figure, 
standing facing 1.; dressed in sari and bodice; 1. 
hand on waist; r. hand bent up and raised in vitarka 
mudra (posture of argumentation) with fingers 
almost touching the face of the central figure; to 
the left of the central figure, another male standing 
facing r.; close-fitting cap on head; |. hand placed 
on the waist near a short dagger; r. hand bent up, 
and in vitarka mudra.28° Garudadhvaja behind the 
central figure. None of the three figures 1s nimbate. 
Legend written horizontally, but in lines vertically 
placed between the central figure and the figures 
on his either side; on the r. side, to be read from 
top to bottom Kumara; on the |. side to be read 
from bottom to top guptah.?*’ Circular legend, 
beginning at XII, not clear and very uncertain.”® 


In dotted border, Laksmi, nimbate; seated facing 
ona double-petalled lotus; |. hand on waist akimbo; 
r. hand bent up and holding a stalked lotus, 
crudely represented by a cluster of four thick dots; 
two buds at the bottom of the long stalk; crescent 
in right upper corner on most specimens. Brahmi 
legend on the right : Apratighah.”® 


Round. (Pl. XII, 6). 


The reading of the obverse legend, in Gupta Brahmi, 2° is not 


certain. Various tentative readings have been suggested by the 


scholars. 


V.V. Mirashi’ proposed to read the legend as 
Pratapaparamadharah Sriprathamakramakramavapuh.® Altekar 
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points out, “Prof. Mirashi reads after Pratadpaparamdadharah, 
Sriprathamakramakramavapuh, whichis a part of Sardilavikriditam 
line. We cannot expect a hemistich in one metre to be followed by 
a portion of a line in another.””?** | 


S.V. Sohoni*’reads the legend as 


“(a) [X X ?] pratadpa paramesvarah ending at 3 o’ clock. 


(b) Sri Prathitakulartipadriptah ending at 60’ clock. 
(c) nirupamagunamaharnnavah ending at 9 0’ clock. 
(d) aprativaryaviryah ending at 10 0’ clock.” 


The reverse legend was read by Allan as Sri Pratapah,** and 
on this basis, the type was called ‘Pratapa’ by him?” and subsequent 
scholars.*° Altekar, however, read it as Apratighah.”'’ After an 
examination of the enlargement of the reverse of the type given by 
Sohoni in the Journal of the Numismatic Society of India,*** we are 
inclined to accept Altekar’s reading. Sohoni, on the other hand, 
favours the reading Sri Pratapah proposed by Allan.?%? 


An altogether different reading has been proposed by 
Radhakrishna Chaudhary and T.H.D. Singh, who read the reverse 
legend as Supratipah.> This does not seem to be convincing. The 
first letter can certainly not be read as su.>”! 


We now come to the various interpretations suggested by the 
scholars regarding the obverse of this type. According to Hoermle, 
“It showed three standing figures which appeared to represent the 
Buddha, worshipped by two women.’”?” To this, Sohoni objects, 
“It was, however, not understood why the Buddha should be 
worshipped by two women only, and why all of them should 
remain standing.’°° Sohoni’s objection is not very convincing. 
The two other figures might be standing if they were welcoming 
the Buddha who had just arrived. There are, however, other 
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grounds for rejecting Hoernle’s suggestion. If the central figure 
is that of the Buddha, why is the woman to the right arguing with 
him.*% The presence of the Garudadhvaja with the Buddha and 
two women also seems strange.* 


Smith suggested, “The legend showed that the obverse 
central figure is the king and females must certainly be his 
consorts. °° To this view it has been objected as to why should 
a king be represented as physically smaller than either of his two 
queens.*"” Moreover, as Altekar has shown, the figure on the left 
is not female, but male.**? His right hand is bent up in front of the 
chest,” giving the false impression of a female’s breasts.>*'° 


Allan, while remarking on the obverse of this coin-type, 
observed that “the central figure is Indian in style, while the two 
others are quite foreign.’?!' He further remarked that “‘as the coin 
appears to be restruck on some foreign coin the whole may be an 
imitation or adaptation of some non-Indian type.’*!* He also sees 
traces of the original Roman legend and type on the obverse.??” 
This suggestion, however, seems difficult to accept. 


Sohoni suggested initially that the obverse composition is an 
adaptation of a coin of Huviska showing three standing figures of 
Skanda, Visakha, and Mahdsena,’" and that in the Gupta period, 
when it was no longer necessary to reproduce Karttikeya at one 
place under various names, he is shown with his two wives on 
either side on the Apratigha type.**> The scholarhimself later gave 
up this view.?!° 


Mirashi suggested that the central figure on the obverse of this 
type was that of some sage, and the other two were the King and 
his Queen, who had gone to consult that saint at the time of a great 
calamity.*!” That this meeting took place at night is shown by the 
crescent in the field.*'* But, as Altekar points out, “the attitude of 
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the lady is one of expostulation and not of entreaty.”*’? The right 
hand of the male figure on the left is also in the vitarka mudra. 
Also, as we have pointed out elsewhere, the central figure is not 
nimbate, while we would have expected the figure of a sage or 
spiritual guru to be shown with a nimbus.°”° 


According to R.C. Majumdar,*”! the central figure is that of 
Siva, as a crescent is present near the head of this figure in some 
specimens.*” The female figure on the right may be that of 
Parvati, and the male on the left may be that of Nandin. He 
identifies the obverse composition of the type as the attempted 
Dhyana-bhanga of Siva by Parvati, described by Kalidasa in 
Kumarasambhavam.*” If we accept this suggestion, we would 
again find it difficult to explain the presence of the Garudadhvaja 
on the obverse of this coin-type.*~4 


According to Altekar, the central figure 1s “undoubtedly” that 
of Kumaragupta. The female on the nght may be his queen; the 
male on the left, his general or yuvardaja.** He tentatively suggests 
that Kumdragupta I might be contemplating renunciation, and his 
queen and general or yuvaraja are trying to persuade him not to 
take this course, but without success, as is shown by the folded 
hands of the king, representing his inability to accept their 
arguments.**° As he is determined, and cannot be dissuaded, he 
is described as apratigha, “invincible” on the reverse.*?’ 


We have elsewhere pointed out certain difficulties in accepting 
Altekar’s suggestion.*”* The vertical legend, Kumaraguptah, on 
the obverse proves beyond doubt that the type was an issue of 
Kumaragupta [I]. If Kumaragupta I had decided to renounce the 
world, and the throne with it, as is understandable, was he issuing 
these coins after abdicating the throne ? Could a king who had 
abdicated the throne strike coins in his name ? And above all, 
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would he have had the desire to commemorate any event of his life 
once he had decided to renounce the world 7°”? Hence, the central 
figure cannot be that of Kum4ragupta I.°°° Regarding Altekar’s 
statement that the central figure is clearly that of Kumdragupta I 
as Kumdraguptah is written vertically on its two sides,**! we have 
suggested that the name of the issuing monarch is usually written 
vertically on the obverse of the coins. The presence of the vertical 
legend Kumara-guptah on both sides of the central figure need not 
necessarily imply that this figure is that of Kum4ragupta I. It 
seems to be possible that owing to lack of space, the legend was 
broken into two parts - Kumdrta and guptah - and written vertically 
on the two sides of the sane figure. A similar case can be seen 
on some coins of the Standard type of Samudragupta,*”” where the 
vertical legend Samudra is engraved beneath the king’s left arm, 
and guptah outside the standard.**° 


Moreover, if the central figure is that of Kum4ragupta I, 1s it 
possible that he is standing in front of his wife and son, or general, 
in such a meek attitude with hands clasped at the chest, as he can 
be seen on the obverse of this type, while the other two figures 
seems to be rather aggressive in their attitude towards the central 
figure 7% 

The Bhitari Stone Pillar Inscription**> of Skandagupta, the son 
of Kumaragupta I, expressly states that Skandagupta restored the 
fortunes of his family, which had fallen since the death of his 
father,°** not since the renunciation of his father. Had Kumaragupta 
I become a recluse, his death would have had no bearing on the 
ruin of the fortunes of the Gupta family.*?’ 


B.P. Sinha also holds that Kumdragupta I renounced the 
world,**® and that this point is being debated upon on the obverse 
of this type.**? He suggests that Kumdragupta I decided to select 
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Skandagupta as his successor. But he was not the son of the chief- 
queen, and hence, had no legitimate right to the throne. The chief- 
queen wanted her son to succeed Kumaragupta I. Sinha writes : 
“we have on the coin the two queens of Kum§aragupta in high 
temper arguing with the king in their conflicting self-interest for 
their respective sons, and each might have been trying to persuade 
the king not to retire but to strengthen the claims of their sons. But 
Kumaragupta was determined to follow his decision and hence the 
legend Apratigha.”*° Sinha also suggests that Kumaragupta I 
might have decided to retire because of this domestic crisis.**! 
Sohoni considers Sinha’s suggestion as “‘a feeble explanation.”*** 
We do not find it likely that Kumaragupta I would have publicised 


a domestic crisis by representing it on his coins. 


Sohoni’s second interpretation of the obverse composition of 
the type*“3 was that it depicts Kumara (= Karttikeya) visiting 
KaSyapa and Aditi before setting out to fight with Taraka, an 
incident described in the Kumarasambhavam*™ of Kalidasa.“ On 
this basis, Sohoni also suggested that the type belonged not to the 
end of the reign of Kum§@ragupta I, but to a stage of his initial 
military adventures, for the Gupta die-cutter is here alluding to 
Kumiaragupta I.** 


This interpretation again does not explain the presence of the 
Garudadhvaja on the obverse of this type,**’ for, as Mirashi has 
pointed out,>"* the standard of Karttikeya is not a Garudadhvaja, 
but the Mayitradhvaja. It is seen that Sohoni himself gave up this 


view later.*4? 


Sircar suggests that the obverse device of this type represents 
Kumaragupta I standing between a male and a female figure, who 
might have been divinities.°° As Kumaragupta I is shorter in 
stature than the other two persons, he seems to be represented as 
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a boy. His folded hands show his reverential attitude towards 
these two figures on his either side. By not looking at either of 
them, he seems to be giving equal revere. se to both. The male 
figure to his right 1s shown in the attitude of presenting a 
Garudadhvaja and a shield to Kumaragupta I. The female figure, 
too, appears to be offering to him an uncertain object held in her 
right hand.**! Sircar is of the view that Kumaragupta I supposedly 
lost his father at a tender age, and was dethroned by his 
adversaries, “who even snatched away the Garuda-dhvaja which 
was the banner of the Imperial Gupta house.”**'* At this stage, he 
was presented with certain objects by a male and a female friend, 
“probably believed to have been divine personages in disguise,” 
and with the help of these objects, he was able to vanguish his 
enemies and make himself invincible, “Apratigha”**! °. Sircar 
says that his conjecture gains support from the marginal legend of 
this type. He reads the first five syllables between III and VI as 
G(or pra)ptapatako, 1.e., apta-patadko or prapta-patako, 
“! Kumaragupta] whohas received his pataka, i.e., flag or banner.” 
The next five syllables he reads, - though less confidently - as 
nukapadaptah, 1.e. [a/nukamp4-diptah, “| Kumaragupta] who was 
stimulated by the sympathy [of friends].”°> 


Munish Chandra Joshi suggests that the Apratigha type belongs 
to the last years of the reign of Kum4ragupta I, when he was 
leading a “semi-ascetic life”. He was still the de jure ruler, but 
Skandagupta was the de facto ruler at the time, as suggested by the 
Garudadhvaja in his hand.*** Joshi writes : “The vitarka mudra of 
the queen 1s indicative of the discussion that is going on between 
them concerning the policy matters of the kingdom. The king 
seems to be not inclined to participate in it, as it evident from the 


position of his hands in jfidna mudra pointing to his spiritual 
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progress. It is probably the problem of the crown-prince, who is 
ruling on behalf of his father, that they are debating upon. It was 
perhaps the usual practice in those days. Therefore, the king 
issued this variety of the coins depicting the real position of the 
prince and himself.’**° Joshi also suggests that the crescent near 
the head of the central figure probably refers to Kumaragupta J, 
who styles himself Guptakulamala-chandrah, i.e., the moon in the 
Gupta Family.*°° Regarding the meaning of Apratigha, Joshi says 
that it implies “not furious” or “unirritated”, i.e., akrodhi, and 
seems to suggest that the king had given up military career, and is 


apratigha.**’ 


Commenting on this, Altekar says,**® that Apratigha literally 
means unobstructed, unimpeded, and is used in this sense in the 
Manusmriti.°? But it is also possible that it has “a Mahayana 
Buddhist tinge about it, as it has in the Amarakosha also.”>® In 
Mahayana literature, the word pratigha is used for anger, aversion, 
etc., for they destroy the roots of merit. Kumdragupta I may be 
Apratigha because during the renunciation stage, he had nsen 
above anger, aversion, hostility.°*! Altekar says that this may 
support Joshi’s interpretation, and suggests that the policy being 
discussed might be the battle withthe Hunas. Though Kumaragupta 
lis being argued with to act against them, he is not doing anything. 


because, being Apratigha, he is feeling no anger towards them.*” 


Ajit Ghosh is of the view that the obverse of the Apratigha type 
shows Kumiaragupta | consulting his parents.° A. Ghosh says 
that Kumaragupta | is being sent on a military campaign by his 
father, who is presenting him the Garudadhvaja, while his mother 


blesses him. 


The type was struck to testify to the valour and prowess of 
Kuméaragupta, and “thus to justify his kingship and hence it was a 
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commemorative issue.” 


Sohoni’s third interpretation of the obverse of this type was 
that it depicts military valour (Pratapa) and royal fortune (Sri) 
“standing personified in front of the king.”*™ He identifies the 
central figure as Kumaragupta I,*°° the female figure on the right 
as Sri, the goddess of royal fortune, and the male figure on the 
left as Pratapa, military valour personified.**’ He says that the first 
quarter of the obverse circular legend, as read by him,** labels 
these three persons in the group, viz., Pratapa, Paramesvara 
(King), and Sri According to ancient Indian political thought, 
military valour, royal prosperity, and king were firmly related. 
The Amarakosa Says that “that was Pratapa which was lustre born 
from kosha (treasure) and danda (military power or army).”*”° 


Sohoni’s interpretation is based mainly on his reading of the 
obverse circular legend which is by no means final. He also 
suggests that the central figure on the obverse of this type is not 
dressed as a recluse, but wearing royal dress and ornaments.*”! 
We are, however, unable to agree with Sohoni regarding the dress 
of the central figure. As such, we feel that the dress of the central 
figure also does not support Sohoni’s interpretation. 


Brajadeo Prasad Roy 1s of the opinion that Skandagupta was 
not the son of the chief-queen, and hence, had no legitimate claim 
to the Gupta throne. Buthe had rendered invaluable services to the 
empire during the last years of the reign of his father, Kumaragupta 
I,>’"* and regarded himself the rightful claimant to the throne. Roy 
suggests that the obverse of the Apratigha type shows Skandagupta 
(male figure on the left) requesting his father (central figure) to 
nominate him as his successor. The chief-queen (female figure on 
the right) is arguing against this, claiming the throne for her own 
son. Kum§aragupta I is expressing his inability to appoint 
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Skandagupta as his successor. Hence the clapsed hands.3” 
Kum§aragupta I struck these coins to show his impartiality over the 
matter of succession.*? After the death of Kumaragupta I, 
Skandagupta captured the Gupta throne by dent of his valour.*” 


It is, however, difficult to accept this suggestion. It is well- 
known that the Gupta rulers selected their own successors, and 
this selection was on the basis of abilities, rather than on the basis 
of birth orage. Samudragupta?”°and Chandragupta II°”° are known 
to have succeeded their respective fathers in this manner. Hence, 
there is hardly any question of partiality in selecting the ablest son 
as the successor in Gupta tradition. 


Radhakrishna Choudhary suggests that Kum4aragupta I issued 
this coin-type somewhere in western India?”’ to commemorate his 
victory over his brother, Govindagupta. as a result of which 
victory, he ascended the throne.?”* The obverse shows him (central 
figure) discussing his victory and the consequent assumption of 
sovereign power, with his commander (male figure on the left) and 
his queen (female figure on the right). He is shown without any 
royal dress because he “commemorated the victory certainly 
without any ostentation as it concerned the family feud and that he 
did with the issue of this type.’?” 


Butthere is no convincing evidence to show that Kumaragupta 
[had to fight against his brother, Govindagupta, before ascending 
the throne. 


S.R. Goyal suggests that the obverse of the Apratigha type 
betrays the Buddhist leaning of Kum4ragupta I.7®° B.N. Mukherjee 
was earlier of the view that the obverse of the Apratigha type 
shows the die-cutter’s intention to identify Kum4ragupta I with the 
Buddha. to whom also the epithet Apratigha was applicable.**! The 
scholar later gave up this view*®’ and suggested that the obverse 
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shows Kumaragupta I (central figure) represented as a recluse. 
But the Garudadhvaja behind him shows that he is still the 
reigning monarch. Hence, the Gupta die-cutter has represented 
him as “a ruling king leading otherwise the life of an ascetic.’?® 
The crown-prince or general (male figure on the left) and the chief- 
queen (female figure on the right) are shown as dissuading the king 
from renouncing the throne.*** Mukherjee suggests that they 
appear to have succeeded in making the king change his decision, 
for the Bhitari Stone Pillar Inscription of Skandagupta indicates 
his rule upto the end of his life.**° The reverse legend Apratigha 
suggests that Kumaragupta I is invincible in his resolve to lead the 
life of an ascetic even while remaining on the throne.*®° The meek 
and almost submissive attitude of the central figure (who, according 
to Mukherjee, is the reigning monarch) in front of his yuvaraja or 
general, and wife, and the aggressive attitude of the latter two 
persons towards the “reigning monarch (?)” still remains 
unexplained.3®’ 


Recently, we had suggested*** that the central figure on the 
obverse of this type is not that of Kumaragupta I, but of his 
yuvaraja, who has decided to renounce the world. The woman.-to 
his left is his mother, the queen of Kumaragupta I, and the man to 
his right is either Kum4ragupta I himself, or the general of the 
imperial forces.>* Both are trying to dissuade the young prince 
from renouncing the world. As the prince does not change his 
mind even after the best efforts of his parent(s), he, and not 
Kumaragupta 1, is called Apratigha, ‘Invincible’.*”° The epithet, 
Apratigha is not known from any available source to have been 
used for Kumaragupta I.°?? 


Scholars of the calibre of Sircar*?* and Majumdar” are of the 
view that Skandagupta had to struggle with his brothers to ascend 
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the throne.*** It is, however, quite likely that Kum4ragupta I, like 
Chandragupta 95 and Samudragupta,*° had selected his heir 
during his lifetime. Whether this chosen heir was Skandagupta, 
or some other son of Kum4ragupta I, is not known.*’ The Bhitari 
record of Skandagupta shows that he was devoted to his father.*8 
In this condition, it seems normal to assume that he would not have 
revolted against the person selected by his father to succeed 
him.*”? The struggle for succession could have occurred only if 
either the heir-apparent chosen by Kum§aragupta I had died a short 
while before the death of the emperor, or had refused to accept the 
throne in future for some reason, and Kum§aragupta I had died 
shortly after the prince’s decision of renunciation, without 
nominating another prince to succeed him.*” 


We had, therefore, suggested that the central figure on the 
obverse of the Apratigha type of Kum4ragupta I is that of this 
yuvaraja, who had decided to renounce the world, while his 
parents are trying to persuade him to change his decision. Owing 
to the renunciation of the world by the heir-apparent, and the 
subsequent death of the king without nominating a successor, 
there was a struggle for succession among the sons of 
Kumaragupta I, in which Skandagupta emerged victorious.””! 


Kumi§aragupta I commemorated the act of renunciation of his 
chosen yuvardja by issuing the Apratigha type of coins. As the 
characters of the legends on this type are of the western variety of 
the Gupta period Brahmi script, these coins might have been for 
circulation in the western provinces.*” There is a great possibility 
of this prince’s being assoggited with the administration of some 
westem province(s). 


Our suggestion would also explain the shortness of the central 
figure than the other two figures, especially the female figure on 
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the right. The prince seems to have been shorter than both his 
parents, most probably because he had not as yet fully grown up 
physically, or else the artist had shown the female figure taller 
with a view to suggesting the important status of queen-mother. 


But as long as the circular legend on the obverse of this type 
is not satisfactorily read, it would not be possible to interpret the 
obverse composition with certainty.*” 
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See D.C. Sircar, SJ, Vol. I, p. 436, fn. 3, “It is hardly credible that 
Samudragupta performed many ASvamedhas.” See also, JNSI/, Vol. 
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88. 
89. 
90. 
91. 
92. 
93. 
94. 
95. 
96. 
97. 
98. 
99. 
100. 


100a. 


101. 
102. 
103. 
104. 
105. 
106. 
107. 
108. 
109. 
110. 
111. 
112. 


XX, Pt. II, p. 176. 

Line 2, See S.R. Goyal, Gupta Kalina Abhilekha, p.370. 
D.C. Sircar, SI, Vol. I, p. 436, fn. 3. 
See B,CII, Vol. Il, pp. 39-40. | 
XIV, 88, 13-15. 

B,CII, Vol. Il, p. 40. 

Altekar, CGE, p. 62. 

Ibid. 

JNSI, Vol. XX, Pt. I, pp. 175-177. 
[bid., pp. 175-176. 

JINSI, Vol. XX, Pt. Il, p. 176. 

Ibid. 

Ibid., pp. 176-177. 


A.K. Narain, JNSI, Vol. XX, Pt. II, p. 175, fn. 4. Cf. GGCBH, pp. )xiii- 
lxiv. Cf. also a variety of the gold coin of Budhagupta with only his 
biruda ‘Vikrama’ CGE, p. 278, Pl. XV, 11. JNSI, XX, Pt. II, p. 175, 
fn. 4. 


See supra. | 

Line 27, CII, Vol. HI, No. 1. | 
See Altekar, CGE, p. 73; also PHAI, pp. 484-485; VGA, p.155. 
CA, p. 14. 

Ibid. 

Altekar, CGE, p. 73. 
BMC,GD, pp. Ixxv-1xxvi. 
CGE, p. 20. 

BMC,GD, p. Ixxv. 

CGE, p. 73. 

BMC,GD, p. Ixxv. 

Ibid., Pl. V, 1-4. 

Ibid., Pl. V,°5-7.. 
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113. 
114. 
[15. 
116. 


117. 


118. 


119. 
120. 
121. 
122. 
123. 
124. 
125. 
126. 
127. 


128. 
129. 


130. 
131. 
132. 
133. 
133a. 
134. 
135. 


BMC,GD, p. Ixxv. 
CGE, p. 75. 
BMC,GD, Pi. V, 1-4. 


Ibid., Pl. V, 4 seems to have only Rajddhirdja. See ibid., p. xxv, fn. 
5: 


BMC,GD, pp. 18-19, Pl. V, 1-7, JASB, 1884, i, Pl. I, 7; JRAS, 1889, 
Pl. I, 5; CGE, pp. 75-76, Pl. I, 15, 16; JMC, Vol. I, pp. 101-102, PI. 
XV, 4, For the reverse legend, see infra. 


IMC, Vol. I, p. 102, Pl. XV, 5; BMC,GD, p. 20, Pl. V, 8; JNSI, Vol. V, 
Pl. IX, 7; JASB, 1884, Pl. II, 8, JRAS, 1889, Pl. I, 6; CGE, p. 77, Pl. II, 
7; GGCBH, Pi. VI, 8. 


Cf. CGE, p. 73. 

Ibid., pp. 73-74. 

JAOS, 1930, p. 244. 
BMC,GD, p. Ixxv. 

E.g., see Altekar, CGE, p. 74. 
See infra. 

CGE, p. 74. 

JRAS, 1889, p. 24. 


CGE, p. 74, Cf. Allan, BMC,GD, p. |xxv - “there is no reason to 
assume foreign influence, as has been done by some writers.” 


BMC,GD, p. ixxv. 


Ibid., p. Ixxv; CGE, p. 76. But see CGE, p. 74, where 
Altekar says “Goddess or a female”. 


See CGE, p. 73. | 

E.g., BMC,GD, Pl. V, 1.; IMC, Vol. I, Pl. XV, 4. 
BMC, GD, p. Ixxvi. 

Ibid. 

Ibid. 

Altekar, CGE, p. 75. 


See infra. 
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135a. 
136. 
137. 
138. 
139. 
140. 
141. 
142. 
143. 
144, 
145. 


146. 
147. 
148. 
149. 
150. 
151. 
132: 
153. 
154. 
155. 
156. 


157. 


158. 


BMC,GD, p. ixxvi; CGE, p. 40. 
BMC,GD, p. Ixxvi. 

Rajanyo vindgathi. 

Satapatha Brahmana, XIll. 4, 3, 5. 
BMC,GD, p. \xxvi. 

CGE, p. 74. 

See Allan, BMC,GD, pp. Ixxv-lxxvi. 
Altekar, CGE, p, 40. 

BMC, GD, pp. Ixxv-Ixxvi. 

See supra. 


At least in the extant portions of the record, there is no mention of the 
Asvamedha. 


See The Age of the Imperial Guptas, pp. 215-217. 
CGE, p. 21. | 
CGE, p. 21. 
Ibid. 
Ibid., p. 40. 
JNSI, Vol. XXI, Pt. IL, pp. 191-192. 
Ibid., p. 191. 
Ibid. 
Ibid., pp. 191-192. 
Ibid., p. 192. 


Smith JMC, Vol. I, p. 16; Heras, ABORI, Vol. IX, pp. 83, ff.; Rapson, 
JRAS, 1893, p. 81; Allan BMC,GD, p. xxxiii; also H.C. Raychaudhuni, 
PHAI, p. 470, and fn. 4; Fleet, C//, Vol. III, p. 27. 


Altekar, CGE, p. 87; Smith, JRAS, 1893, p. 95; P.L. Gupta, JNSY/, Vol. 
V, Pt. I, pp. 33-36, Pt. Il, pp. 149-150. 


Smith was once of the view that Kacha was identical with 


- Samudragupta (JRAS, 1889, pp. 75-76). He later accepted that Kacha 


was different from Samudragupta J/RAS, 1893, p. 95). He again 
reverted to his view that the two were identical (JA, 1902, pp. 259-60). 
See JNSI, Vol. UX, Pt. IT, p. 132, fn. 2. 
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159. 
160. 


174. 
175. 
176. 
177. 


178. 
179. 
180. 
181. 


The Age of the Imperial Guptas, pp. 8-10, 213. 
See JNSI, Vol. X, If, p. 95 


BMC,GD, pp. 15-17, Pl. Il, 6-13; GGCBH, Pl. IV, 1; CGE, pp. 87-88, 
PL. IV, 1-4. 


INSI, Vol. X, Pt. Il, pp. 95-96, Pl. V,1; GGCBH, Pl. VII, 11; CGE, p. 
89, PI. IV, 5. 


BMC,GD, p. 15. Cf. Altekar, CGE, p. 88, where he writes Goddess 
(Laksmi 7). 


Altekar, CGE, p. 78. 

JASB, 1914, p. 174. 

CGE, p. 308. 

Proceedings of the Asiatic Society of Bengal, 1886, p.68. 
CGE, p. 307. 

See CGE, p.79. 

See ibid., p. 83. 


This hoard consists of the coins of Chandragupta I, Samudragupta, 
and Kacha only. See Proceedings of the Asiatic Society of Bengal, 
1886, p.68. 


This hoard has coins of Samudragupta and Kacha only. JASB, 1914, 
p-174. 


Apart from the coins of Kacha, this hoard has coins of Samudragupta,. 
Chandgragupta IT, and Skandagupta, CGE, p. 309, and fn. 3. 


See GGCBH. Also CGE, pp. 311-316. 
CGE, pp 311-312. 
Ibid. p. 83. 


See CGE, p.79. See also S. Bhattacharya In Reappraising Gupta 
History for S.R. Goyal, pp. 77-82. 


CGE, p. 79. 

JNSI, Vol. IX, Pt. II, pp. 131-132. 
CII, Vol. If, p. 27. 

IA, 1902, pp. 259-260. 
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182. 


183. 
184. 
185. 
186. 
187. 
188. 


189. 


190. 
191. 
192. 
193. 
194. 
195. 


196. 
197. 
198. 
199. 
200. 


201. 
202. 
203. 


BMC,GD, pp. xxxiii-xxxiv; See also T.P. Verma, Reappraising 
Gupta History for §.R. Goyal, pp. 102-09. 


See Altekar, CGE, pp. 79-80. 

See ibid., p. 78. 

Compare BMC,GD, PI. II, 9, with PI IT, 5. 
CGE, PI. II, 13. 

BMC,GD, p. xxxiii. 


Compare ibid., Pl. II, 11 (reverse) with Pl. UH, 14 (reverse of Tiger- 
Slayer type of Samudragupta). 


Compare ibid., Pl. II, 11 (reverse) with Pl. V, 9 (reverse of ASvamedha 
type of Samudragupta). 


See Altekar, CGE, p. 80, and fn. 1. 
See PHAI, p. 470, fn. 4. 

CGE, p. 80. 

CIf, Vol. Ul, p. 27. 

BMC,GD, p. xxxiv. 


In the records of his successors, he is referred to as Chaturudadhi- 
salilasvaditayasasah. Allan also suggests that Dharmaditya might 
have been yet another name of Samudragupta. BMC,GD, p. xxxiv. 
But cf. JRAS, 1909, p. 136, fn. 1. | 


CGE, p. 80. 

JNSI, Vol. IX, Pl. VIL, 3. 
GGCBH, Pl. XXI, 6. 

See CGE, p. 81. 


The epithet is no doubt used for him in the Gaya (S/, Vol. I, p. 273) 
and Nalanda (ibid., p. 271) Copper Plates, but they are regarded as 
spurious by most of the scholars, e.g., Sircar, S/, Vol. I, p. 271, fn. 4; 
p. 272, and fn. 11. 


CGE, p. 81. 
Ibid. 
Ibid. 
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204. 
205. 
206. 
207. 
208. 
209. 
210. 
211. 


pA Eas 
213. 
214. 
215. 
215a. 
216. 
217. 
218. 
219. 
220. 
221. 
222. 
223. 


224. 
225. 
226. 


227. 


CGE, pp. 81-82. 

Cf. R.D. Banerji, The Age of the Imperial Gupta, p. 9. 
CGE, p. 82. 

ABORI, Vol. IX, p. 83. Also Smith, JRAS, 1893, p. 87. 
CH, Vol. Ul, No. 1. 

See JNSI, Vol. V, Pt. 1, p. 35, fn. 1. 

[bid.,. pp. 32-36. 


Altekar regards it as “suspicious and late.” See JNSI, Vol. V, Pt. I, 
p. 36, fn. 1. R.C. Majumdar regards the passage as a “Palpable 
modern forgery”. See VGA,p. 133, fn. 2. See also JHQ, Vol. XX, p. 
345. 


Verses 700-705. See JNSI, Vol. V . Pt. II, p. 149, fn. 1. 
JNSI, Vol. V, Pt. Il, pp.149-150. 

Ibid., p. 150. | 

Ibid. Also CGE, pp. 83-84. 

CGE, p. 84. 

Infra. | 

Malaviya Commemoration Volume, p. 189. 
CGE, pp. 85-86. 

JNSI, Vol. XII, p., 103, and Pl. IX. 

CGE, p. 86. 

The Age of the Imperial Guptas, pp. 9-10. 
CGE, p. 82. 


R.C. Majumdar says, “We have, however, absolutely no evidence 
that Chandra-Gupta I ever came into conflict with the Scythian rulers, 
or lead any “war of liberation’.” CA, p. 5. 


CGE, p. 87. 
[bid., p. 80. 


The conquest of eastern M@lava is evidenced by the Eran Inscription 
of Samudragupta. C/I, Vol. III, No. 2. 


The Praydga Prasasti and the Eran Inscnption, both refer to the 
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228. 
229. 
230. 
231. 
232. 


233. 


234. 
235. 
236. 


237. 
238. 


239. 
240. 
241. 


242. 
243. 
244. 
245. 
246. 
247, 


troubled conditions in Magadha. See K.D. Bajpai, /ndian Numismatic 
Studies, p. 136. 


Indian Numismatic Studies, p. 136. 

Ibid., p. 135. | 

Ibid., p. 137. 

See G.S. Gai, JOIB, Vol. XVII, No. 3, pp. 247 ff. 


See the Mathura Inscription of Chandragupta II, which refers to him 
as Tatparigrihitena-Tatparigrihito. EI, Vol. XXI, p.7. Also, Poona 
Copper Plate Inscription of Prabhavatigupta, E/, Vol. XV, pp. 41 ff. 


Aripure chaparakalatrakGmukam kadminivesaguptascha Chandraguptah 
Sakapatimasatayaditi. See Harsacharita. 


K.D. Bajpai, Indian Numismatic Studies, p. 137. 
See supra, n.232. 


Cf. Allan, BMC,GD, p. xliii, who says, “The very rare ASvamedha 
type of his gold coinage (PI. XII. 13, 14) is our sole evidence of his 
celebration of the horse-sacrifice.” See also PHAI, p. 502; VGA, p. 
173. 


Cf. CGE, p. 200. 


B.N. Mukherjee, Art in Gupta and Post-Gupta Coinages, p. 22, PI. 
VIL, 4. 


[bid., p. 22. 
See R.C. Majumdar, VGA, p. 174. 


CA, p. 23, except the one towards the end of his reign, the exact nature 
of which is still not known. /bid., p. 24, and VGA, p. 175. 


See CGE, p. 200, for the rarity of these coins. 
CGE, p. 166; BMC,GD, p. 1xxxix. 

CGE, p. 201. 

Ibid. 

See CGE, p. 200. 


This is Altekar’s suggestion. See CGE, p. 200. But cf. Allan, 
BMC,GD, p. cxvi, and p. 68, who suggests Jayati divam Kumdra ? and 
also asvamedha between the feet of the horse on one specimen. See 
ibid., p. cxvi, and p. 69, Pl. XII, 14. 
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248. 


249. 


250. 


Cf. Allan, BMC, GD, p. lxxxix, who says that the object in the left hand 
iS uncertain, and absent on the ASvamedha coins of Samudragupta. 


Allan, ibid., p. Ixxxix, and p. 68, identifies it as a ceremonial spear. 
But cf. Altekar, CGE, p. 66. 


BMC,GD, pp. 68-69, Pl. XII, 13, 14; CGE, pp. 201-202, Pl. XII, 7, 8; 
JRAS, 1888, P). III, 1; Art in Gupta and Post-Gupta Coinages, P\. VI, 
2; GGCBH, PI. XXX, 9, 10. 


BMC,GD, p. 1xxxix. 


GGCBH, Pl. XXX, 11, 12; CGE, p. 202, Pl. XIII, 9, 10; Art in Gupta 
and Post-Gupta Coinage, P\. VII, 3. 


Allan , BMC,GD, p.xliii; also R.C. Majumdar, CA, p. 23. 
See B.N. Mukherjee, Art in Gupta and Post-Gupta Coinages, p. 22. 
Ibid. 

Ibid. 

The Age of the Imperial Guptas, p. 230. 

See Altekar, CGE, p. 166. 

Ibid., pp. 166-167. 

Ibid., p. 167, fn. 1. 

Altekar, CGE, p. 211. 

Ibid. 

BMC,GD, p. \xxvi. 

CGE, p. 74. 

Praydga Prasasti, line 27, Ci], Vol. WH, No. 1. 

See supra. 

CGE, pp. 211-212, PI. XIV, GGCBH, Pl. XXXI, 4 


CGE, p. 212, says that the second and third letters of the legend, 
though doubtful, cannot be any thing other than maandrarespectively. 


CGE, p. 211. 
Ibid. 

Ibid. 

{bid., P|. TH, 16. 
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273. 
274. 
275. 
276. 
277. 
278. 
279. 
280. 
281. 
282. 
283. 
284. 
285. 
286. 


287. 


288. 
289. 


290. 
291. 
292. 
293. 
294. 
295. 


For the description of the Lyrist type of Samudragupta, see supra. 
CGE, p. 166. 

Journal of the Asiatic Society, Vol. 1, 1959, No. 1, p. 35. 
Journal of the Asiatic Society, Vol. I, 1959, No. 1, p. 35. 
Ibid., p. 36. 

[bid., p. 35. 

Ibid., p. 36. 

INST, Vol. XXVI, Pt. I, pp. 107-109. 

[bid., p. 107. 

Later Indo-Scythians, p. 286, Pl. CX, 13. 

JNSI, Vol. XXVI, Pt. I, p. 107. 

Ibid., pp. 107-109. 

Altekar, CGE, p. 207. 


See Sohoni, JNST, Vol. XXII, pp. 352-353, and 355, fig. C; alsoJNS/, 
Vol. XVIII, Pt. I, pp. 58-59. 


Majumdar proposes to read this legend as Mihirakula (JNSI, Vol. 
XII, Pt. I, p. 72). But this reading is not tenable. The legend can be 
nothing but Kumdraguptah. See CGE, p. 209, fn. 1. Also Alteker’s 
note on Majumdar’s view in JNS/, Vol. XII, Pt. I, 


See infra. 


Proceedings of the Asiatic Society of Bengal, 1883, p. 144; JRAS, 
1889, p. 109, PI. If, 4, BMC,GD, p. 87, Pl. XV, 15; JNSI, Vol. X, Pt. 
I, pp. 116-117, Pl. VII, 1-7, 9; GGCBH, Pl. XXXI, 6-12; CGE, pp. 
208-209, Pl. XIV, 1-3, For the enlargement of obverse and reverse, 
see JNSI, Vol. XXIII, Pl. XII, 1, 2. 


JNST, Vol. XXIII, pp. 346-347. 
JNSI, Vol. XII, Pt. I, pp. 68-69. 
CGE, p. 208. 

JNSI, Vol. XXIII, p. 345. 
BMC,GD, p. 87. 

Ibid., p. xcii. 
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296. 


29% 


298. 
299. 
300. 
301. 
302. 
303. 
304. 


305. 


306. 
307. 


308. 
309. 
310. 


311. 
312. 


Brown, Coins of India, p. 44; R.K. Mookerji, The Gupta Empire, pp. 
86-87: etc. 


JNSI, Vol. X, Pt. II, p. 115; also CGE, p. 207. 

Vol. XXIII, Pl. XI, 2. 

JNST, Vol. XXIII, p. 347. 

JNSI, Vol. XXVI, Pt. I, p. 19. 

See JNSI, Vol. XXIII, Pl. XII, 2. 

Proceedings of the Asiatic Society of Bengal, 1883, p. 144. 

JNST, Vol. XVIII, Pt. I, p. 56. 

That she is arguing is clear from the vitarka mudrd of her left hand. 


The Garudadhyaja seems to appear on Gupta coins only with the king. 
See on Standard type of Samudragupta, CGE, p. 47; on Variety b of 
Kacha type, ibid., p. 89; on Archer type of Chandragupta I, ibid., pp. 
93 ff.; on Archer type of Kumaragupta I, ibid., pp. 169 ff.; on Archer 
type of Skandagupta, ibid., p. 243; on King-and-Queen type of the 
same ruler, ibid., p. 246; on Archer type of Ghatotkacha, ibid., p. 264; 
on Archer type of Kumaragupta II, ibid., p. 270; on Archer type of 
Budhagupta, ibid., p.273; on Archer type of Visnugupta, ibid., p. 277; 
on Archer type of Vainyagupta, ibid., p. 280; on Archer type of 
Jayagupta, ibid., p. 282. 


JRAS, 1888, p. 107. 
See Sohoni, JNSI, Vol. XVIII, Pt. I, p. 56; also Prashant Srivastava, 


-JNSI, Vol. XLIX, p. 87. 


CGE, p. 207. 
See JNSI, Vol. XXIII, p. 355, fig. C. 


_ Cf. Altekar, CGE, p. 207, who says, “he is holding a shield close to 


his torso, and so appears to have prominent breasts like a female.” 
Against his holding a shield, it has been pointed out as to why he is 
holding a shield when his other hand :s not holding any weapon, but 
is in the vitarka mi:dra. See Sohoni, JNSI, Vol. XVIII, Pt. I, pp. 58- 
59. 


BMC,GD, p. 87. Cf. R.K. Mookerji, The Gupta Empire, p. 89. 
BMC,GD, p. xcil. 
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332. 
333. 
334. 
335. 
336. 


337. 


[bid., p. 87. 
BMC,GSKBI, P\. XXVIII, 24; PMC, Vol. f, Pl. XX, 7. 


Sachchidanand Sinha Commemoration Volume, 1943, pp. 177-178; 
cf. K.K. Dasgupta, HQ, Vol. XXXV, pp. 265-270. 


JNSI, Vol. XVII, Pt. I, pp. 56-63. Cf. Brajadeo Prasad Roy, JNSYJ, 
Vol. XXIV, Pt. II, pp. 164-166. 


JNSI, Vol. XII, Pt. 1, p. 69. 

Ibid. 

CGE, p. 209, fn. 2; also JNSI, Vol. XLIX, p. 86. 

JNSI, Vol. XLIX, p. 86. 

JNSI, Vol. XII, Pt.I, pp. 72-73. Cf. Mirashi, ibid., p.70. 
E.g. JNSI, Vol. X, Pt. II, Pl. VII, 5,7. 

Canto III, vv. 60-65. 

Cf. Mirashi, JNSI, Vol. XII, Pt.I, p.70. 

CGE, p. 209. 

[bid., pp. 209-210. 

[bid., p. 210. 

JNSI, Vol. XLIX, p.87. 

Cf. Chittaranjan Roy Choudhury, /HQ, Vol. XXXIV, pp. 273-274. 


Cf. Allan, BMC,GD, p. xcii, “In spite of the legend, which has been 
supposed to label the central figure, the latter can hardly be identified 
as Kumaragupta as it is utterly unlike any representation of him.” 


GGCBH, pp. cx-cxi; Gupta Kalina Mudrdaen, p. 146. 

BMC, GD, PI. Il, 1-5. 

JNSI, Vol. XLIX, pp. 87-88. 

[bid., p. 87. 

D.C. Sircar, ST, Vol. I, p. 314, verse 6. 

Pitaridivamupete viplutam vansalaksmirn/Bhujabalavijitariryyah 
pratisthdpya bhityah. 

JNSI, Vol. XLIX, p. 87. Cf. B.N. Mukherjee, Art in Gupta and Post- 
Gupta Coinages, p. 25. 
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338. 


339. 
340. 
341. 
342. 
343. 
344. 
345. 
346. 
347. 
348. 
349, 
350. 
351. 
35la. 
351b. 
352. 


353. 
354. 


355. 
356. 
357. 


To show that Kum4ragupta I renounced the world, B.P. Sinha gives 
the evidence of Kathdsaritasdgara (Tawney, Penzer : [X, pp. 1-6; VI, 
p. 160) and of Chandragarbha Pariprichchhd, which relate an incident, 
which is regarded to refer to Skandagupta (K.P. Jayaswal, /mperial 
History of India, pp. 36-37) and Kumaragupta I. See JNSI, Vol. XVI, 
Pt. II, p. 212. 


JNSI, Vol. XVI, Pt. Il, pp. 212-214. 
Ibid., pp. 213-214. 

Ibid., p. 213. 

JNSI, Vol. XXII, p. 350. 

INSTI, Vol. XVII, Pt. I, pp. 57-63. 
Canto XIII, vv. 21, 44, 45,46. 
JNSI, Vol. XVII, Pt. I, p. 61. 
JNSI, Vol. XVUI, Pt. I, p. 63. 

Cf. supra, n.30S. 

INSI, Vol. XU, Pt. I, p. 70. 

JNST, Vol. XXHUI, pp. 352-35 
Studies in Indian Coins, p. 219, and fn.1. 
Ibid., p. 219 

Studies in Indian Coins, p.220. 
Ibid. 


[bid. Sircar informs us that in the Amarakosa (Ksatriya-varga, VIII. 
101) pataka, vaijayanti, ketana, and dhvaja, are regarded as synonymous 
words. As such, patdkd in the marginal legend of the Apratigha type 
actually may be the Garudadhvaja seen on this type. 


Studies in Indian Coins, p. 221. 


Joshi identifies the central fi gure as Kumaragupta I, the female as his 
agramahisi, and the male figure on the left as Skandagupta. See 
JNSI, Vol. XXI, Pt. I, p. 35. 


JNSI, Vol. XXI, Pt I, p. 36. 
Ibid. 
[bid. 
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358. 
359. 
360. 
361. 
362. 
363. 
364. 
365. 
366. 
367. 
368. 
369. 
370. 
371. 
37 1a. 
372: 
373. 
374. 


375, 
376. 
377. 


378. 
379, 
380. 


[bid., pp. 71-72. 
Tadrajo=pratigham vidyat. XII. 28. 
JNST, Vol. XXI, Pt. I, p. 72. 
INST, Vol. XXI, Pt. I, p. 72. 
Ibid. 

JNSI, Vol. XXII, p. 180. 

JNSI, Vol. XXIII, p. 354. 

Ibid., pp. 351-352. 

Ibid., p. 352. 

JNSI, Vol. XXIII, pp. 352-353. 
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VICTORY MEDALS OF ANCIENT 
INDIA 


Victory medals are coins usually of big size, struck by a 
monarch either after achieving a military success, or in anticipation 
of a victory. The Indo-Greek rulers are known to have struck 
several types of victory medals, al) of them in the Attic standard. ' 


“POROS” MEDAL 


There are certain decadrachms, usually associated with 
Alexander and his expedition to India, which have drawn the 
attention of the numismatists. They are generally referred to as 
“Poros” Medals. These decadrachms are of two types. The first 
type was first published by Gardner in 1887;* the second type by 
Barclay V. Head,’ in 1932. 


We now proceed to describe the coin of the first type,presently 
in the British Museum, and discovered at Khullum in Bokhara by 
A.W. Franks.* 


TYPE 1] 


Oby. Horseman, wearing conical helmet and cuirass, 
behind two warriors “retreating on an elephant”; 
lance, but it 1s not clear whether it is in the hand 
of the horseman, or one of the elephant-riders;? all 


within dotted circle. 


Rey. : Male figure, wearing cuirass, cloak, and sword, 
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Standing “three-quarter face towards 1.”; 
thunderbolt in r. hand; spear in 1. hand; in left 
field, monogram*®. 


Silver. Round. (Pl. XVI, 1). 


The decadrachm of the second type appears to have been 
found in Babylonia.’ 


TYPE 2 

Oby. As the obverse of Type 1 ; but “lances are two in 
number, one in the hand of the elephant-rider, and 
other in the hand of the horseman.” 

Rey. : As the reverse of Type I; but Nike is shown 
“flying to crown the standing figure.’ 

Silver. Round. 


The second type is cruder than the first in appearance and 
execution.!° 


Gardner, who first published this coin regarded the obverse as 
representing “some notable victory won by a Greek King of 
Bactria over the invading hordes of Yueh-chi in the second century 
B.C.”’! He assigns the medal to Bactria, and not to India, after 
considering the findspot of the coin, and the similarity of its art and 
fabric to the coins of the Antiochi,!? and places the issue of the 
medal between B.C. 330 and B.C. 125. He suggests that the 
medal might have been struck by Eukratides, orhis son Heliokles." 


B.V. Head, however, comes forward with a very interesting 
suggestion. He concludes, “after a careful study of the fabric ... 
that it belongs to Alexander’s own time, and that it records the 
historical event of his invasion of the Punjab in 326 B.C.”!> He 
suggests that the lance is in the hand of the rearmost of the two 
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elephant-riders. and regards the representation as depicting the 
retreat of Poros, and his pursuit by Taxiles, exactly as recorded by 
Arrian (v. 18).!° Head is also inclined to see a picture of Alexander 
as Zeus on the reverse of the medal.'? At another place,'* he 
identifies even the horseman on the obverse as Alexander. Head 
is also of the view that the medal might have been struck by 
Taxiles,'? at Taksasila.-° He also reads the name and reyal epithet 
of Alexander, 1.e.BAZIAEQY AAEXANAPOS, in the monogram 
in the left field on the reverse.*’ 


The interpretation of Head has mostly been followed by the 
subsequent writers on the subject.”” Gardner himself admits, 
“Looking for the first time at this extraordinary coin, or rather 
medal - for it 1s clearly a historical monument - every one will be 


2 9993 


tempted to exclaim “Alexander and Porus’. 


The suggestion of Head that the horse-rider pursuing the two 
warriors on the elephant, depicted on the obverse, is Alexander 
himself, has been supported by Hill, who suggests this with some 
force on the basis of the sameness of the head-gear of “Alexander 
- Zeus” on the reverse with that of the horse-rider on the obverse.’ 
But the acccunt of the Battle of Hydaspes, as given by Arrian, does 
uot contain any clear reference to Alexander himself pursuing 
Poros. There is, however, the account of Curtius of this battle, 
(Poros) received nine wounds before and behind, and became so 
faint from the great loss of blood that the darts were dropped rather 
than flung from his feeble hands. But his elephant waxing furious 
though not yet wounded, kept charging the ranks of the enemy until 
the driver, perceiving the king’s condition - his limbs failing him, 
his weapons dropping from his grasp, and his consciousness 
almost gone - turned the beast round and fled. Alexander pursued, 
but his horse being pierced with many wounds fainted under him. 
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Curtius now goes on to narrate that Alexander’s horse sank under 
him, the necessity of changing his horse retarded his pursuit, and 
he asked the brother of Taxiles to take up the pursuit of Porus.”* 


J.N. Banerjea says that this passage provides literary support 
to Head’s interpretation of the obverse device, by showing that 
Alexander did pursue Poros at one stage,”° before asking the 
brother of Taxiles to take up the pursuit. He further adds that the 


obverse device, therefore, “portrays the first phase of the event.””’ 


Banerjea admits that Curtius 1s generally regarded by scholars 
as far inferior to Arman as an historical wmiter, but he says that 
Curtius’ sources - Ptolemy, Kleitarchos, Timogenes - were good. 
“There is every likelihood that some such version was being 
partially followed by the die-cutter who was entrusted with the 
task of designing the device.’’** Banerjea thus supports Head’s 
view that the medal “commemorates Alexander’s expedition to 
the Punjab and his defeat of Porus”,”’ the obverse of the medal 
depicting Alexander himself pursuing the retreating Poros.*° 


Head’s suggestion, inspite of being very interesting and even 
logical has certain difficulties. As Macdonald points out,*! Head’s 
hypothesis that the medal was struck by Taxiles at TaksaSila 1s not 
supported by the findspot of the medal, which was discovered at 
Khullum in Bokhara. 


As against Head’s opinion that the medal might have been 
struck by Taxiles, it has been argued that it 1s “unlikely that the 
Indian king Taxiles would dare to strike such a coin even after the 
death of Alexander, not to say in his life time when it is well-known 
that the latter’s generals after dividing the Macedonian empire 
between themselves, continued to strike money 1n their master’s 
name for some time; they had courage enough to issue coins in 
their own name about a decade or so after his death.”’*? This 
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argument, however, does not seem to be very convincing, for the 
medal does not bear the name of Taxiles, but of Alexander if 
Head’s interpretation of the reverse monogram as BALIAEG@2 
AAEXANAPOZ*® is to be accepted. A much more logical 
objection to the view that the type was struck by Taxiles is that 
could he dare issue a type showing his much more powerful 
neighbour, Poros, in this humiliating position. It is an historical 
fact that after the Battle of Jhelum, Alexander had become very 
friendly towards Poros, and when the former departed from India, 
Poros had then more territories under him than he had before 
Alexander’s arrival. 


There is a view that the obverse scene depicts the battle of 
Alexander and the Achaemenian emperor Darius ITI Codomannos 
at Gaugamela.* It is argued that the standing figure on the reverse 
1s being crowned by Nike on the second type of the medal, and this 
is indicative of “some real victory.”*°As such, “the scene fits with 
the decided battle of Gaugamela rather than with the undecided 
battle of Hydaspese.”**It is further said that the dress of the 
standing figure is “Greek and Persian in combination.’?’The 
rearmost of the two elephant-riders “appears to be more Persian 
in look than Indian.’*Finally, the only specimen representing the 
second type of this medal was found probably in Babylonia,” and 
the monogram, believed by a scholar to be a combination of the 
Greek letters B A B, appears to be an abbreviation of the name of 
Babylon, the city where the coin is minted.”° 


It has been suggested that all these point to the medal’s 
“definite relation with Persia”,*! and that it was struck by Alexander 
himself at Babylon to commemorate his victory over the 
Achaemenians at Gaugamela.*” 
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It is very difficult to interpret with any amount of certainty the 
obverse device of the “Poros’”’ medals in the present state of our 
knowledge. However, of all the interpretations proposed so far, 
we find that that of Head is the most acceptable, that the medal was 
struck by Alexander to commemorate his victory in the Battle of 
Jhelum. It is also asserted, though without cogent reason, that the 
Battle of Jhelum was “undecided”’.**But it undoubtedly led to the 
acceptance of Alexander’s suzerainty by Poros. Hence, Alexander 


had cause to commemorate the Battle on his medals. 
TWENTY-STATER PIECE OF EUKRATIDES 


The so far known largest gold coin issued by a Greek king * 
is a twenty-stater piece “struck by largest Eukratides “to 
commemorate his victory over the Euthydemids.*’The coin, 
presently housed in the Bibliotheque Nationale, Paris,**has a very 
bloody background. The coin was discovered by seven persons, 
and of these, five got killed in a fight for its possession. Of the 
remaining two, one went to London to sell it. He wanted £ 5,000 
for the extraordinary piece, but a French numismnatist finally 
bought it for 30,000 francs (= £ 1,200) for the [mperial Museum, 


Paris.” 
We now describe the iwenty-stater piece : 


Oby. In astragalus border, bust of king to r., diademed, 
and wearing smooth, crested helmet. 

Rev. Dioskuri - Castor and Pollox - seated on horses, 
charging tor.; holding palms; long levelled spears. 
Gr. legend: BAXIAEQS) MEIDA2 (above spear’s 
ends) EYKPATIAOY (below).” 


Gold. Round. (PI. XVI, 2). 


There is great controversy regarding the identification of the 
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monogram on the coin. According to Cunningham, the monogram 
is §23,°'while Whitehead regards it to be S24 .**In the coin illustrated 
by Lahiri°”*, the monogram is S25°”°, but he admits that in Sudha 


Narain’s illustration,** it looks like $24. ** 


Cunningham suggested that the monogram on the coin might 
represent Peukolaotis, i.e., modern Charsadda.*> Whitehead 
remarks that though the coin 1s found in the Oxus region, it bears 
a monogram not found on any Bactrian coin, but on comms struck 
by Menander, probably in Gandhara. He suggests, “I am tempted 
to surmise that the medal was struck in India to commemorate 


Eukratides’ Indian conquests.”*° 


Tarn, however, puts forth a different explanation. According 
to him, Eukratides had come to India on the commission of the 
Seleukid king Antiochos IV.°’ His conquest of Bactria was 
celebrated by Antiochos IV by the review of his army at Daphne, 
by his Charisteria at Babylon, by his title of ‘Saviour of Asia’,>* 
and by the issue of a new Series of coins, in which he has the epithet 
NIKHOOPOX. >? 


Eukratides celebrated his successes in Bactria by the issue of 
the twenty-stater piece, by founding the city of Eukratideia, and by 
issuing his second series of coins, on which he is BALIAEQ® 
META EYKPATIAOY © Tam _ places the issue of this piece 
in Bactria.®! He bases his view on the style of the coin.” 


Narain does not accept Tam’s suggestion that Eukratides had 
any relationship with Antiochos IV of Syria, or that he had been 
sent by the latter to recover the eastern parts of the empire of 
Alexander, which the Seleukids had lost to the Bactrians and the 
Parthians, as suggested by Tarn.** Narain is of the view that “We 
cannot attribute to Antiochus IV plans and achievements which he 


had neither the statesmanship to envisage nor the resources to 
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carry out.’? He supports Bevan’s view™that the festival of 
Daphne was held due to “Antiochus’ vainglorious love of pomp 


and ceremony.”© 


Narain, on the authority of Justin, regards 
Eukratides as an upstart, who rose to power in Bactria itself, and 


with the help of his few soldiers, “expelled the reigning king”.© 


Whosoever Eukratides might have been, it is certain that the 
twenty-stater piece was issued by him to commemorate his 
victory over the Euthydemids. The victory medal might have been 
struck in Bactria, before Eukratides entered India, or he might 
have issued the medal in India itself. It is not certain how 
Demetrios died. He might have been killed in the battle with 
Eukratides,°’or he might have died a natural death. If Eukratides 
had actually succeeded in killing Demetrios, his arch enemy, in 
battle, he might have issued the victory medal to commemorate 
this success. 


DOUBLE-DECADRACHMS OF AMYNTAS 


The discovery of the Qunduz hoard has brought to light five 
remarkable double-decadcrachms, the largest silver coins known 
“in any Greek series”. These coins, struck by Amyntas,” are of 
two type - “Zeus enthroned, holding Pallas”, and “Demeter 


enthroned”. 

TYPE 1 

Obv.  : Within astragalus border, bust of king in smooth 
helmet to r. 

Rev. Zeus seated on high-backed throne; sceptre and 


palmbranch in 1. hand; Athena-Pallas on 
oustretched r. hand. Gr. legend : BAZIAEQX 
NIKATOPOZ (above) AMYNTOY (below).’° 


Silver. Round. (Pl. XVI, 3). 


Victory Medals of Ancient India 319 


There are, in all, two specimens of this type,’' presently housed 
in the Kabul Museum.” 


The deity on the hand of Zeus was formerly believed to be 
Nike.’? But she was correctly identified as Pallas in 1923.’* Thus, 
this type is unique in the whole range of Indo-Greek coinage in 
having Pallas instead of Nike:‘on the hand of Zeus.’> Lahiri, 
however, refers to the female deity as Athena-Nike.” 


TYPE 2 


Obv. : Within astragalus border, helmeted bust of king, 
as on Type 1. 

Type 1. 

Rev. : Demeter, seated on high-backed throne, 


cornucopiae in |. hand; r. hand outstretched. Gr. 
legend : BAZIAEQY NIKATOPOZ (above) 
AMYNTOY (below).” 


Silver. Round. | (Pl. XVI, 4). 


There are three existing specimens of this type, “presently 
in the Kabul Museum Collection.” 


The extraordinary size of these pieces, as well as the title 
NIKATOPOX, “the Conqueror’, taken by Amyntas on these 
coins, shows beyond doubt that they are victory medals struck to 
commemorate some notable military success achieved by Amyntas. 
What was this military success ? 


Tarn is of the opinion that Amyntas might have been the 
Saka Maues’ epistates (city-governor) at Alexandria, and revolted 
against him,*°or that the Greek prince led a Greek rising against 
Maues, and expelled his governor from Alexandnia,*' probably 
after the death of Maues.* This, in our view, was quite a notable 
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military achievement, and Amyntas might have struck these two 
types of double-decadrachms to commemorate the re-establishment 


of Greek power in Alexandria. 


Narain is of the view that some time after the death of 
Antialkidas, the father of Amyntas, Apollodotos was reigning 
supreme over all the kingdom of Antialkidas, except for the 
regions north of the Hindu Kush, where Theophilos might have 
established his power.*? But Amyntas succeeded in establishing 
his power over his father’s lost kingdom after the death of 
Apollodotos, when the latier’s kingdom had begun to disintegrate 
as aresult of the Saka invasion.*4 Theophilos might also have been 
overthrown north of the Hindu Kush.® Narain suggests that some 
sub-kings of Apollodotos, like Peukolaos, might have survived 
their overlord, and governed parts of his kingdom after his death. 
Peukolaos, too, might have been superseded by Amyntas.* Narain 
says. “The overthrow of Theophilus and Peukolaus and the 
recovery of parts of Antialkidas’ kingdom led to the re-establishment 
of the power of Amyntas, who probably struck these medallions 
in order to commemorate his achievement.’”®’ He further says that 
“if Theophilus’ title “Autocrator’ indicates his rebellion, that of 
Amyntas (1.e., Nikator) probably shows his triumph over the rebe!; 
both these epithets are unique in the Indo-Greek series.”** 


The type “Zeus enthroned, holding out Pallas” is of additional 
interest. The “Enthroned Zeus” connects Amyntas with the family 
of Eukratides,®’ while Pallas, shown here on the hand of Zeus, is 
connected with the coins of Menander, and some of his successors.” 
On this basis, Narain suggests probably, the last descendants of 
Eukratides I and of Menander or Antimachos I formed an alliance 
against the Saka, Pahlava. and Yueh-chih menace.®! He further 
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suggests that the marriage of Hermatos with Kalliope might have 
been the result of such an alliance, as suggested by Cunningham.” 


This may be correct.” 


We are of the opinion that the double-decadrachms of the type 
“Enthroned Zeus, holding out Pallas”, of Amyntas denote not only 
the victory of this king over some sub-king of Apollodotos, from 
whom he had wrested the former kingdom of Antialkidas,”* but 
alse the alliance he had formed with some successor of 
Apollodotos,” against the Saka, Pahlava, and Yueh-chih menace. 
the successor of Apollodotos who entered into an alliance with 
Amyntas might be any one of the three kings, Zoilos II, Dionysios, 
Apcllophanes. The greater possibility, however, seem to be that 
this ally was either Zoilos Il, or Apollophanes, as some of their 


iins depcit Pallas on the reverse.”" 


The rival Greek facilities seem to have recognised that the 
danger posed by the nomadic invaders, and made an effort to unite 
their resources to combat the common danger. The alliance 
berween Amyntas and some successor of Apollodotos seems to be 
a Step in that direction. Another step seems to be the marriage of 
idermaios, the son of Amyntas,”’ with Kalliope, the daughter of 
Hippostratos.”’ This Hippostratos is believed to be a descendant of 
Antimachos I? As such, the statement of Narain that “the last 
descendants of Eucratides I and the successors of Menander or 
Antunachus i joined hands against the all-surrounding danger of 
tiie Sukas, the Pahlavas, andthe Yueh-chihs”™™ may be modified 
as “the last descendants of Eucratides I and the successors of 
Mesandczr and Antimachus [ joined hands against the all- 
surrounding danger of the Sakas, the Pahlavas, and the Yueh- 
chiks”, 
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COINS WITH NAVAL SYMBOLISM 


There are certain coin-types, both of the Indo-Greeks and the 
Scytho-Parthians, showing naval symbolism on either one, or 
both, of their sides. The naval symbolism on the coin(s) of a ruler 
is generally taken to denote some military victory achieved by him 
through the use of the navy'°'. This seems to be true about the ruler 
who introduced this type. But it is doubtful if the later rulers who 
issued this type had also achieved some naval victory. They might 
simply be imitating an existing coin type.’ The Indo-Greek rulers 
whose coins show naval symbolism are Antimachos Theos,'® 
Nikias,'™ and Hippostratos.'® 


POSEIDON TYPE OF ANTIMACHOS THEOS 


There is a coin-type of Antimachos Theos, bearing the figure 
of Poseidon, the Greek god of the sea, on the reverse. 


Obv.  : Within astragalus, or pellet, border, bust of king; 
diademed; wearing kausia, to r. 


Rev. : Bearded Poseidon; diademed; standing, facing; 
wearing himation; in r. hand, long trident; palm 
bound with fillet under 1. arm Gr. legend: 
BAZIAEQS 9QEOY (r.) ANTIMAXOY (1.).!% 


Silver. Round. (PL. XH, 7.) 


On the basis of this type of Antimachos Theos, it has been 
suggested that Antimachos achieved some naval victory on the 
Indus, “or one of its great tributaries”.’”’ The victory could not 
have been won on the open sea, as the type at first sight, might 
suggest for the rule of Antimachos did not extend to the sea : “his 
coins are found both on the north and the south of the Caucasus, 
but never south of the Panjab.”'* As such, the victory must have 
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been won on some river, if the type, indeed, alludes to a naval 
victory won by Antimachos. 


Tarn is, however, of the view that Antimachos Theos “had no 
connection with India’’,!“and as such, the naval battle was “certainly 
not won on the Indus.”""° He also says that this victory could not 
have been achieved on the Caspian,'" or on the Hamun lake,''*and 
suggests that Antimachos Theos could only have won this victory 


on the river Oxus.!3 


According to R. Rochette, the presence of Poseidon might 
refer to the assistance given by Antimachos to Antiochos Epiphanes 
of Syria in Egypt.''* While Gardner, Rapson and other scholars do 
not mention that against whom this naval battle was fought, Tarn 
suggests that the victory commemorated by this coin-type of 
Antimachos Theos was won against the Scythian Massagetae. He 
says that one tribe of the Massagetae, the Apasiacae, (= Apa-Saka, 
“Water-Sacas’) are Said to have lived “about the middle reaches of 
the Oxus,”! 


R. Burn has, however, “raised the question why Poseidon 
should be connected at all with naval battle on rivers; the cult of 
Poseidon in inland towns like Mantinea and Rhaucus had nothing 
to do with naval victories.’’''® In the third and second centuries 
B.C., there are also examples of kings of mountainous, steppe, and 
desert regions issuing coins bearing the figure of Poseidon.'”’ 
Trever is of the view that during the third-second centuries B.C., 
Poseidon was not only the god of the sea, but also of springs and 
rivers, ‘the fructifier and nourisher of plants”, and also the creator 
and protector of horses.!!8 


It might also be mentioned here that it has been pointed out that 
the name of Poseidon seems to be derived from the root meaning 
of “to be master’, and as such, it is not “impossible that originally 
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Poseidon was the sovereign master of the entire earth.”!!9 It has 
also been suggested that as he was the lord of the sea, and even 
lakes and rivers, he was, in a sense, the master of the earth, which 
was sustained by his water.!7° 


Narain supports the idea of Burn!*! and he is of the opinion that 
during that period, “the presence of a god on a coin was not 
necessarily connected with great events, but represented the 
patron deity of the king or his family,”!”” 


It is, however, difficult to accept this contention of Burn and 
Narain, especially in connection with Antimachos Theos, for a 
coin-type of this ruler shows Nike, the Greek goddess of victory. 
standing on the prow of a ship,'”? almost certainly alluding to a 
naval victory, thereby corroborating the theory that the Poseidon 
type of Antimachos Theos was issued to commemorate a naval 
victory achieved by this king, as suggested by Gardner,'™ Rapson,'”° 
Tam, !”° and others. 


The “Nike on prow of ship” type of Antimachos Theos may 
now be described. 


Oby.  : Figure of elephant to r. 


Rev. : “Nike to left, holding wreath and palm, standing 
on prow of ship.” Gr. legend: BAZIAEQ® OEOY 
(r.). ANTIMAXOY‘(L.).!?’ 
Copper. Round. (Pl. XII, 8). 
It has previously been pointed out by Gardner! “and Rapson!” 


also that “Nike standing on prow of ship” type of Antimachos 
Theos also alluded to a naval victory achieved by this king. 


Therefore, the Poseidon type and the “Nike standing on prow 
of ship” type of Antimachos Theos refer to a naval victory 
achieved by him. — 
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POSEIDON TYPE OF NIKIAS 


The same controversy, whether the coin-type refers to a naval 
victory or not, exists about the Poseidon type of Nikias as well. 
The type may be described as follows : 


Obyv. : Bearded head of Poseidontor.; trident on shoulder. 
Gr. legend :BAXIAEQY (1) LOTHPOZX (top) 
NIKIOY(r.). 

Rev. : “Dolphin twined round anchor.” Kh. legend : 


Maharajasa ({r.) tratarasa (top) Nikiasa (1.).'°° 
Copper. Square. (Pl. XII, 9.). 


Whitehead is of the view that the “type is thoroughly marine.”””’ 
‘Tarn suggested that if Nikias was a descendant of Antimachos 
Theos, through Antimachos Nikephoros, it is quite possible that 
he was only copying the Poseidon type of Antimachos Theos.'*” 
This view of Tarn has the support of Narain, who finds this 
suggestion of Tarn as “more probable”.’*? But Tarn has himself 
pointed out that it is very doubtful that Nikias copied the type of 
Antimachos Theos, because the two were “far too remote in both 
time and place, and moreover, the two type are very different.”'** 
While Antimachos Theos depicted a full-length figure of Poseidon, 
Nikias depicted only the head of the deity.'° 


Tarn’s alternative suggestion 1s that the head of Poseidon and 
trident occurring on this type of Nikias “must have its usual 
meaning on Greek coins : he had defeated a Saca fleet on the 
Jhelum.”'°* Tarn finds corroboration of this theory in the dolphin 
twined round anchor on the reverse of this type. This symbol has 
been interpreted to mean “prosperous voyage” in the West, or 
rather perhaps in Phoenician art, and on the type of Nikias “the 
symbol meant that his victorious fleet had had a ‘victorious 
voyage’.””}3? 
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Tarn further suggests that Nikias achieved this naval victory 
against the Sakas on the Jhelum. He says that the defeated Saka 
ruler might have been Maues, who is not known to have ruled east 
of the river Jhelum. His fleet was defeated when it was trying “to 
open a way up the Jhelum to Bucephala as it had opened a way up 
the Indus to Taxila.”"3* This victory of Nikias was followed by a 
period of peace between the Greeks and the Sakas. Tarn is of the 
view that as this cessation of hostilities on the part of the Sakas 
could not have been due to one reverse suffered by the mighty 
Sakas, “it may imply Maues’ death.”39 


Narain, while once again emphasizing “the doubtful connexion 
of Poseidon with naval victories”, '*° says that “it does not seem 
likely that a naval engagement could have taken place on the 
Jhelum, in view of the speed of its current and the absence of 
material for building boats except in its upper reaches.”'*? Burn 
has also pointed out that there is no record of any naval battle on 
any of the three rivers above Multan in the history of the next two 
thousand years.'* 


There must, however, have been some reason behind the use 
of Poseidon by Nikias after Antimachos Theos, especially when 
it is noticed that this type was not used by any Indo-Greek king in 
the long interval between Antimachos Theos and Nikias.'* As 
such, the suggestion of Tarn, that the Poseidon type of Nikias 
refers to a naval victory achieved by that king, might not be totally 
baseless. 


TRITON TYPE OF HIPPOSTRATOS 


Hippostratos issued a coin-type with naval symbolism. First, we 
describe the coin-type. 


Obyv. : “Triton, facing, his body ending in fish’s tails; 
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holds dolphin and rudder.” Gr. legend : 
BAXIAEQY = (1.) YQTHPOXY (top) 
INMOZXTPATOY (r.). 


Rev. : City-goddess, turreted, standing to 1.: “wearing 
modius”; cornucopiae’** in |. hand; r. hand 
extended forward.!* 


Copper. Square. (Pi. XHI, 1). 


Tarn is of the view that the city-goddess depicted on the 
reverse of this type can only be the goddess of the city of 
Bucephala, which was “doubtless” the capital of Hippostratos.'“° 


Tam suggests that the naval symbolism on this type of 
Hippostratos refers to the same naval victory as that celebrated on 
the Poseidon type of Nikias.'*’ He is of the view that Hippostratos 
and Nikias might have been father and son, and that Nikias was a 
sub-king or associate of his father, Hippostratos.'** He further 
suggests that Nikias was “actually in command of the joint fleet” 
that defeated the Sakas, who, most probably, were led by Maues.!”? 
Tarn says that this victory was of great importance to Hippostratos, 
who assumed the title of “Great King”,!*° which was not assumed 
on his coinage by any Greek king in the Further East before him 
except Eukratides.'*! 


Narain has, however, shown that Nikias could not possibly be 
placed after Hippostratos.'*!* He himself regards Hippostratos as 
the successor of Nikias.'5* As such, if Tam is correct in his 
conjecture that the Poseidon type of Nikias and the Triton type of 
Hippostratos refer to the same naval victory, at the time of this 
victory, it was Hippostratos who was serving under Nikias as a 
sub-king or associate, and not vice-versa, as suggested by Tarn.'*° 
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POSEIDON TYPES OF MAUES 


The Scytho-Parthian ruler, Maues, is known to have struck at 
least four types of coins bearing the figure of the sea-god, 
Poseidon. We shall describe the coin-types. 


TYPE 1 
Obv. 


Rev. 


Copper. 
TYPE 2 


Obv. 


Rev. 


Copper. 
TYPE 3 
Obv. 


Poseidon, standing facing; clad in himation; trident 
in 1. hand; r. hand on hip;'**“trampling on a river 
god with r. foot.” Gr. legend BAZIAEQZ 
BAXIAEQN METAAOY MAYOY. 


Female figure, standing, facing between two 
vines;)** dressed in chiton and himation; both her 
hands grasping the two vines around her. Kh. 
legend : Rajatirajasa mahatasa Moasa.'*' 


Square. — (Pl. XIII, 2). 


Poseidon, standing facing, trident in |. hand; 
hurling thunderbolt with r. hand at a small figure 
to r. “which clasps an aplustre, or poop omament 
of a boat’; r. foot of the sea-god resting ona small, 
radiate rivergod. Gr. legend : BAXIAEQZ 
BAXIAEQN METAAOY MAYOY. 


Female figure, standing, facing, between two 
vines, as on Type 1. Kh. legend : Rajatirajasa 
mahatasa Moasa.'* 


Square. (Pl. XIII, 3). 


Poseidon, standing, facing, as on Type 2. Gr. 
legend: BAXIAEQX BAZYIAEON METAAOY 
MA YOY. 
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Rev. : “Female standing to front, grasping vine with I. 
hand, and extending r. hand to small figure 
advancing with outstretched arms on left.” Kh. 
legend : Rajatirajasa mahatasa Moasa.'” 


Copper. Square. (Pl. XIII. 4). 
TYPE 4 
Oby.  : Poseidon striding |.; holding an object (aplustre 


or palm-branch ?) in 1. hand; hurling thunderbolt 
with r. hand at the river-god,'“leaping up, and 
clinging to the object in Poseidon’s |. hand. Gr. 
legend: BALIAEQ® BAXIAEQN METDAAOY 
MAYOY. 


Rev. : Female figure, standing, facing; dressed in chiton 
and himation; grasping with both hands at the two 
vines, one on either of her two sides.!®! 


Copper. Square. (Pl. XIE, 5). 


The female figure on the reverse of the Poseidon type coins of 
Maues has béen identified by Gardner as Maenad.'* Whitehead 
identifies her as Bacchante.'’* Cunningham suggests that the tall 
figure “perhaps represents India.”!™ Marshall is, however, of the 
view that the female figure might be that of a Yaksi.'© 


These types of Maues depicting Poseidon trampling upon a 
river-god, have been taken by Raoul Rochette!’® to refer to a 
successful passage of the river Indus by Maues. This view of 
Rochette has been supported by Cunningham.'®’ 


Tar is also of the opinion that the Poseidon type coins of 
Maues commemorate his naval victory over a Greek fleet on the 
Indus, and that this naval victory, “gave him control of the nver 
and opened the way to Taxila.’!©? He says that this victory of 
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Maues over the Greek fleet “must have been a decisive event, as 
it is the event which Maues celebrated on his coins.”!® 


Marshall, however, opines that if these coins celebrate Maues’ 
victory on the Indus, which opened the way to Taksasila, it would 
have been commemorated on the early coins of Maues, soon after 
his occupation of TaksaSila, rather than on his later coins, when he 
had become ‘great king of kings’, the title used for Maues on all 
the Poseidon types of his coins.'”° As such, Marshall suggests that 
these Poseidon coins commemorate Maues’ victory “on the upper 
[Indus when Maues was advancing across the river to the attack of 
Gandhara’’.’”! His alternative suggestion is that the naval battle 
referred to on these coins was fought on the Jhelum against the 
eastern Greeks, and is the same naval engagement commemorated 
on the Poseidon type coins of the Indo-Greek Nikias, with “both 
sides as has not infrequently happened, claiming the victory.”'” 
Thus, Marshall would have us believe that the battle on the Jhelum 
was an indecisive one, with neither side actually gaining victory, 
and both sides claiming it.!"But we would like to point out here 
that, as we have shown earlier,'”* the coins of Maues with the title 
of BAXIAEOS BAXIAEQN META were issued by him earlier 
than the coins with the simple title of BAZIAEQY. As such, the 
naval victory gained by Maues is actually commemorated on his 
earlier coins with the title of ‘Great King of Kings’, and the naval 
victory must have been gained by him in the early stages of his 
reign. Therefore, there is greater likelihood of this naval 
engagement having taken place on the Indus as suggested by 
Raoul Rochette, Cunningham, and Tarn, than on the Jhelum as 
suggested by Marshall. | 


POSEIDON TYPES OF AZES 


Azes was another Scytho-Parthian ruler who issued Poseidon 
type of coins - one type in silver; another in copper. 
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TYPE 1 

Obv. : King on horseback to r.; whip in r. hand; bow. Gr. 
legend : BAXIAEQS BAZIAEOQN METAAOY 
AZOY. 

Rey. 5; Poseidon, walking to r.; long trident in 1. hand; r. 
hand outstretched. Kh. legend : Maharajasa 
rajarajasa mahatasa Ayasa.'” 

Silver. Round. (PI. XII, 6.) 

TYPE 2 | 

Obv. .: Poseidon, standing to front;!”° clad in himation; 
long trident in |. hand; r. hand placed on hip; 
“trampling on -river-god with right foot.” Gr. 
legend : BAXIAEQX BAXIAEQN METAAOY 
AZOY. 

Rey. Female figure, standing, facing, dressed in chiton 
and himation; holds in each hand a vine-branch. 
Kh. legend : Maharajasa rajarajasa mahatasa 
Ayasa.'" 

Copper. Square. (Pl. XIII, 7). 


As Azes I is known have succeeded Maues in India, it might 
be suggested that his Poseidon types were copies of the Poseidon 
types of coins of Maues.'”® But Tarn is of the view that the 
Poseidon coin-types of Azes I commemorate the victory of the 
Saka fleet over the Indo-Greeks on the riverJhelum. His contention 
is that the Saka fleet had earlier been defeated by the joint-fleet of 
Nikias and Hippostratos on the river Jhelum,'” and that on the 
Poseidon types of his coins, Azes I is celebrating his naval victory 
over the Indo-Greeks, the Saka fleet having “avenged its previous 
defeat on the Jhelum.’’'®? This naval victory gave Azes the control 
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of the river Jhelum, and provided him with a crossing.'*! 


As the Poseidon trampling upon the river-god” type of Azes is 
restruck on some coins of Hippostratos,'*’ and as the monograms 
of all the moneyers of Hippostratos appear on the coins of Azes,'* 
itis generally believed that the Indo-Greek ruler defeated by Azes 
was Hippostratos.'** Tarn also suggests that these facts mark “the 
end of the kingdoms of Hippostratus and Nicias.”!® 


TIGER-SLAYER TYPE OF SAMUDRAGUPTA 


The Imperial Gupta ruler, Samudragupta, is known to have 
struck a coin-type on which the king 1s shown slaying a tiger. The 
Tiger-slayer type of this ruler is, however, very rare; indeed, it 1s 
one of the rarest types of Samudragupta.'® The Tiger-slayer type 
of this ruler can be divided into two varieties on the basis of the 
reverse legend.'*’ The two varieties of this type shall now be 
described. 


Var. a. 


Obv.  : King standing to |.; wearing turban, short jacket, 
close-fitting dhoti; usual ornaments - necklace, 
earrings, armlets; tramples on a tiger attacking 
him from 1.; the tiger falls back as it is shot by the 
king with bow in his r. hand; |. hand stretching 
bowstring back behind the ear; behind tiger, 
standard surmounted by crescent and decorated 
with fillets.'** Circular legend in Brahmi : 
Vydaghraparakramah. 

Rev. : Goddess standing to |. on a makara; wearing sari, 
close-fitting bodice; usual ornaments - necklace, 
earrings, anklets, armlets; full-blown lotus in 1. 
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hand; r. hand empty and outstretched; on L., 
crescent-topped standard, bound with fillet; border 
of dots. Brahmi legend : Vya4ghraparakramah.'” 


Gold. Round. (Pl. XTH, 8). 

Var. b. 

Obv. : King slaying tiger as on Variety a. Brahmi legend: 
Vydghraparakramah. 

Rev. : Makaravahini goddess, as on Variety a. Brahmi 


legend : Raja Samudraguptah.'”° 
Gold. Round. (Pl. XIII, 9). 


There is some controversy regarding the identification of the 
goddess on the reverse of this type. On the basis of the aquatic 
mount (makara) of the goddess, Smith suggested that she is the 
wife of Varuna, the god being suggested by the name of 
Samudragupta. As an alternative identification, he suggested that 
she might be Rati, the consort of Kamadeva, as her mount is also 
makara or a kind of fish.'?! The makara is also the mount of the 
river-goddess, Ganga, and the makara-vahini goddess on the 
reverse of the Tiger-slayer type of Samudragupta has been 
identified with Ganga by Allan,'” Altekar,!9? H.C. Rayachaudhun,!” 
and others. B.N. Mukherjee, however, identifies the goddess as 
“Yamuna (or Ganga ?).”!® The identification of the river-goddess 
with Ganga seems to be more likely because of her mount, the 
makara. She undoubtedly holds a lotus in her hand, but, as Altekar 
points out, “it appears that it had not been exclusively associated 
with Lakshmi during this period.”!”° 


Altekar also points out that as the figure of the goddess on the 
reverse of this type resembles that of the queen on the ASvamedha 
type of this ruler,'?’ and as the symbol on the reverse is conspicuous 
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by its absence on both these types, the two were probably 
contemporary.’ If this is correct, the Tiger-slayer type, too, was 
issued quite late in the reign of Samudragupta.'” 


Raja Samudraguptah, the reverse legend of Variety b of the 
Tiger-slayer type accords no imperial title to Samudragupta. This 
led Smith to speculate that this type was issued by Samudragupta 
during the life-time of his father, Chandragupta J.*° Jayaswal 
suggested that the Vakataka Pravarasena I reduced the Guptas to 
the position of feudatories for a short period of time, and that the 
Tiger-slayer type of Samudragupta was issued during this 
period.*"'Altekar, however, rightly does not accept these 
suggestions of Smith and Jayaswal. He says that Samudragupta 
is given the simple title of Raja on the reverse because “the 
numismatic convention prescribed only a short legend on that 
side.”*°* The Swordsman type of Kumaragupta I bears the simple 
legend SriK umdaraguptah on the reverse.2 Altekar queries, “Are 
we therefore to conclude that he was not even a feudatory when the 
type was issted ?”*™ He also says that there can be no doubt that 
the Tiger-slayer type of Samudragupta was issued late in the reign 
of that ruler.*” 


R.K. Mookerji has suggested that the tiger on the Tiger-slayer 
type of Samudragupta “recalls Samudragupta’s conquest of the 
Gangetic Valley.’ He finds confirmation of this view in the 
appearance of the figure of Ganga on the reverse of this coin-type. 
Therefore, according to Mookerji, the Tiger-slayer type of 
Samudragupta commemorates his conquest of the Ganga Valley;””’ 
the tiger of the Gang4 Valley providing sport for its conqueror, 
Samudragupta.” As such, according to this view, the coins of the 
Tiger-slayer type would become victory medals struck by him. 
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Commenting on this suggestion of Mookerji, Altekar*” says 
that the Prayaga Prasasti describes Samudragupta’s conquest of 
the Ganga Valley very eloquently. If the Tiger-slayer type of 
Samudragupta commemorated his conquest of the Ganga Valley, 
one would expect the coins of this.type to be fairly common. But, 
as Allan remarks, “The rarest of Samudragupta’s coins are of the 
Tiger Type.”?!° Altekar also remarks that Kum§4ragupta I also 
issued coins of the Tiger-slayer type, and on that type, it is not 
associated with Ganga on the reverse.”!! The scholar suggests that 
the Tiger-slayer type of Samudragupta proclaims his hobby, and 
shows that he is fond of hunting.?!? 


The view of H.C. Raychaudhuri is that the tiger and the 
makaravahini river-goddess (Ganga) on the Tiger-slayer type of 
Samudragupta “may indicate that the sway of Samudragupta 
spread from the Ganges valley to be realm of the “Tiger King’ in 
Mahakantara.”*? 


The Tiger-slayer type of Samudragupta could be a victory 
medal commemorating his conquest of the Ganga Valley. It is 
also likely that it just depicts the king engaged in his favourite 
hobby, tiger-hunting. The coin-type might even be indicating the 
extent of Samudragupta’s rule from the Ganga Valley to 
Mahakantara. But the occurrence of the tiger and the river- 
goddess, Ganga, renders the suggestion of R.K. Mookerji more 
acceptable.?!4 


Artistically, the Tiger-slayer type of Samudragupta is of high 
merit. The scene is depicted very effectively. The posture of the 
king is natural, graceful and yet, energetic. The body of the tiger 
is muscular and graceful. The type shows no foreign influence.?!° 
The representation of the goddess, as stated earlier,*’*is very 
graceful. 
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LION-SLAYER OF CHANDRAGUPTA II 


- 


The Lion-slayer type?!” of the Imperial Gupta ruler, 
Chandragupta II, though not very rare, is of the great artistic 
merit.*!8 These coins show great variety in representing the scene 
of Chandragupta II hunting a lion.?” 


As Chandragupta II is shown hunting a lion, R.K. Mookerjihas 
suggested that the Lion-slayer type refers to the conquest of 
Kathiawar by Chandragupta II; “the conquest of a territory which 
is known as the habitat of the lion to this day.”””°Thus, the Lion- 
slayer type of Chandragupta II appears to be a victory medal 
commemorating his conquest of Western Malava, and Saurastra 
or Kathiawar.””’ 


The reverse of the Lion-slayer type has the figure of goddess 
seated on a lion. H.C. Raychaudhuri is of the opinion that the 
appearance of Simhavahini Devi (Durga or Parvati, Vindhyavasini 
or Haimavati) “may point to the extension of the Gupta dominions 
to the Vindhya and the Himavat.”’?”” 


The classification of the Lion-slayer type of Chandragupta II 
is not free from difficulties. Smith classified the type according 
to the position of the king and the lion on the obverse, and 
suggested three classes - Lion-combatant, Lion-trampler, and 
Lion-retreating’“But the view of Allan is that Smith’s Lion- 
tampler and Lion-combatant classes are very similary as regards 
the attitude of the king, and the circular Brahmi legend on the 
obverse, and as such, they cannot be regarded as two distinct 
types.***He himself suggests three classes of this type on the basis 
of the obverse legend, with a fourth class comprising the unique 
coin on which the king is shown slaying the lion with a sword.?”>His 
Class I has the obverse legend, Narendrachandrah prathita .. . 
divam jayatyajeyo Lbhuvi simhavikramah;**Class II has 
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Narendrasimha-Chandraguptah prithivim jitva divam jayati;??’ 
Class III has Maharajadhiraja-Sri-Chandraguptah 28 

R.K. Mookerji gives six different ways in which the lion- 
hunting scene is depicted on the Lion-slayer type of Chandragupta 
II.?°These are “King to 1. shooting with bow at lion which falls 
backwards and trampling on lion with one foot’; “King to 1. 
shooting lion as described above but not trampling on it’; “King 
shooting lion which falls back from its spring”; “King with |. foot 
on back of lion which retreats with head turned back, shooting at 
it with bow in]. hand”; “Lion on 1. retreating’’; and “King standing 
r. with |. foot on lion which retreats with head turned snapping at 
the King as he strikes at it with sword in uplifted r. hand.”*°° 


Altekar finds the classification proposed by Smith as “fairly 
Satisfactory’, and says that Allan’s classification is not quite 
satisfactory, as most of the coins of this type have one and the 
same legend - Narendrackandrah prathitarano rane jayatyajeyo 
bhuvi simhavikramah, andhence, fallin the same class.**'Here, we 
have followed the classification suggested by Smith and Altekar, 
with a slight modification. We are placing the unique coin on 
which the king is slaying the lion with a sword as the fourth class 
of the Lion-slayer type of Chadragupta II. 


We shall now describe the different classes of the Lion-slayer 
type Chandragupta II. 


CLASS I (Lion-Combatant) 


Obv. : King standing 1.”°*or r.?.and shooting an arrow at 
the lion to 1.,74or r.;?%>bow in 1.,7%or r.7°’ hand, 
with the other hand stretching the bow-string in 
most cases.”’King almost touching the lion, but 
no trampling upon it. He wears waist-cloth and 
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sash; coat in some cases;”*’a close-fitting head- 
dress on some specimens.* Circular Brahmi 
legend : Narendrachandrah prathitarano rane 
jayatyajeyo bhuvi simhavikramah. Insome cases, 
Chandra in field.**! 


Rev. : Goddess, facing seated on lion tor. ; usually a 
noose in outstreched r.2”? hand lotus in 1. hand. 


Brahmi legend : Simhavikramah.*” 
Gold. Round. (P]. XIV, 1,2). 


As Seen in the above description, the class has a number of 
varieties.,”“* The king, when he stands to left, holds the bow in his 
right hand, and draws back the bow-string with his left hand. This 
occurs on too many coins to be regarded as a mistake of the 
engraver of the dies. Allan suggests that it is probable that the king 
is purposely represented as ambidextrous.”° © 


Class II, the Lion-trampler class, has the largest number of 
varieties among the various classes of the Lion-slayer type of 
Chandragupta II.?° 


CLASS II (Lion-Trampler) 


Oby. : King standing to r.,”*’or 1;.,*dressed in dhoti and 
sash; coat in some cases;*”’also turban in some 
cases;*°tramples upon a lion in the belly by one 
foot, while shooting an arrow at the animal with a 
bow held in the 1.,?°! or r.2°"hand, the other hand 
Stretching the string of the bow, as in Class I. 
Circular Brahmi legend : Narendrachandrah 
prathitarano rane jayatyajeyo  bhuvi 
simhavikramah,*® or Maharajadhirdja-Sri- 
Chandraguptah,**or Devasri-Maharajadhiraja- 
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Sri-Chandraguptah,° or Narendrasimhah 
Chandraguptah prithivim jitva divam jayati.>© 
Rev. : Goddess, nimbate, seated on lion couchant,”’or 
walking tor.,”*%or].;?°? noose, lotus, or cornucopiae 
in her hands;**°in some cases, her |. hand is empty 
and hanging by her side;”*'on some specimens, r. 
hand is opened out and empty.”Brahmi legend : 


| Simhavikramah.*® 
Gold. Round. (Pl. XIV, 3-7). 


Class III, the Lion-retreating class of the Lion-slayer type of 
Chandragupta II, also has several varieties.” 


CLASS III (Lion-Retreating) 


Obyv.  : King standing 1.,?© or r.,2*wearing waist-cloth 
and usual ornaments; holding bow in r. hand and 
arrow in |. in Some cases;*°’sometimes shooting 
an arrow at the beast;”*or merely looking at it on 
some specimens.” Circular Brahmi legend : 
Maharaj adhiraja-Sri-Chandraguptah,2” or 
Devasri-Maharajadhiraja-S ri-Chandraguptah,*" 
or Narendrachandrah etc.272 

Rev. : Goddess seated facing on lion couchant,?”or 
walking;**noose in herr. hand; lotus in |. Brahmi 
legend : Simhavikramah, with honorific prefix, 
Sri on some specimens.2”5 


Gold. Round. (Pl. XIV, 8,9;Pl. XV,1). 


Class IV, the King slaying lion with sword class, is represented 
by a single specimen, presently housed in the State Museum, 
Lucknow.?’6 
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CLASS IV (King slaying lion with sword) 


Obv. : King standing tor.; holding in r. hand sword, with 
which he is attacking the lion in his front; the beast 
is retreating, “but also snapping at the king, while 
doing so”;?’’1. foot of king placed on the back of 
the retreating beast. Circular Brahmi legend : 
Narendrachandra prathata ra ..., standing for 
Narendrachandrah prathitarano rane jayatyajeyo 
bhuvi simhavikramah. 


Rev. : Goddess, seated facing on lion couchant to r.; 
both her legs hanging down; noose?’* in r. hand; 
lotus in 1. hand; both hands also outstretched. 
Brahmi legend : Simhavikrama.*” 


Gold. Round. (Pl. XV, 2). 


AS stated earlier, the coins of the Lion-slayer type of 
Chandragupta II are artistically of very high quality. The 
muscular body of the king is depicted very gracefully.““°The lion 
is seen here exhibiting “its power to struggle””*! The representation 
of Simhavahini Devi on the reverse is also very graceful and 
artistic. No wonder, the Lion-slayer type of Chandragupta II is 
placed among the best specimens of ancient Indian numismatic 
art. 282 


RHINOCEROS-SLAYER TYPE OF KUMARAGUPTA I 


We may casually mention that Kum4ragupta I is also known 
to have struck gold coins of Tiger-slayer*?and Lion-slayer 
types.“**Kumaragupta I revived the Tiger-slayer type of his 
grandfather,*%and continued the Lion-slayer type of his 
father.?*°Kumiragupta ' however, issued a type on which he is 
shown slaying a lion while himself rdir xn elephant.?78’These 
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types of Kumaragupta I do not seem to have any connection with 
the conquest of the Ganga Valley and Kathiawar, for these regions: 
were already parts of the Gupta empire he inherited. 


The Rhinoceros-slayer type of Kum4aragupta I was a new type 
struck by this ruler and is regarded by some scholars as a victory 
medal. 


Obv. : King, bare-headed. riding a caparisoned horse to 
r.; dressed in buttoned coat and trousers; leaning 
forward and attacking a rhinoceros with a sword 
held in his r. hand; the beast stands at bay, tuming 
back its head to attack, mouth being open. Circular 
Brahmi legend : (Bharta ?) khadgatrata 
K umaragupto jayatyanisam, 

Rev.: Goddess Ganga, without nimbus, standing to 1 . 
on makara; stalked lotus in trunk of the makara: r. 
hand of goddess extended, forefinger pointed at 
some invisible object; |. hand empty, hanging by 
her side; goddess dressed in usual omaments: 
behind her, a female attendant bearing in her r. 
hand a chhatra, its staff being denoted by a dotted 
line; her 1. hand on the waist. Brahmi legend on 
the |.: Sri-Mahendrakhadga.2®® | 


Gold. Round. — (PI. XV, 3-5). 


Regarding the Rhinoceros-slayer type, M.M. Nagar remarked, 
“The portrayal] of rhinoceros ...is very important as it suggests that 
nearly 1500 years ago this animal was frequently met with in 
Aryiivarta, although it has since become entirely extinct from 
here. Oralternately it may suggest that Asssm (ancient Kamartipa). 


the marshy jungles of which are even today the abode of 
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rhinoceroses, was included in the vast empire of Kum4ragupta I, 
and that sometime during his lifetime the king had visited the place 
and hunted there these wild and hefty animals. The latter view, 
however, appears more plausible, as itis supported by similar coin 
types of other Imperial Gupta emperors, the Tiger-slayer type of 
Samudragupta marking his conquest of Eastern Bengal and Assam 
(Samatata-Davaka-Kamaripa) areas, where alone the tigers are 
found, and the Lion-slayer type of Chandragupta II commemorating 
his conquest of Kathiawar, the only place where lions are found in 
India.”’2*? 


The view of Nagar has been supported by several scholars.*” 
P.J. Chinmulgund says, “Nagar seems to be nght in his conclusion 
that Kumaragupta’s empire included Assam and that the king 
might have hunted the rhinoceros there.”?°! B.N. Mukherjee has 
also tried to show that Kumaragupta I conquered Kamarupa.**” 
Recently, Y.B. Singh has suggested’*that Pusyavarman of 
Kamaripa owed allegiance to Samudragupta, and he named his 
son Samudravarman after the name of this Gupta monarch. 
Samudravarman was followed by Balavarman, Kalyanavarman, 
and Ganapativarman in that order. Ganapativarman is known to 
have named his son Mahendravarman.”” Y.B. Singhis of the view 
that this Ganapativarman seems to be a contemporary of 
Kumaragupta I. He was humbled by the Gupta monarch, and 
resorting to the earlier practice of naming his son and successor 
after the name of his overlord, he named his heir-apparent 


Mahendravarman after Mahendraditya, the title of Kum4ragupta 
1.295 


S.V. Sohoni, however, pointed out?” that according to S.H. 
Prater, “Formerly extensively distributed in the Indian Peninsula, 
today it (the rhinoceros) is restricted to parts of Nepal and Assam. 
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In Nepal, it is found only in the country to the east of the Gandak 
river, known as Chaitwan, in Assam in isolated areas of the 
plains.””*’ “Unfortunately,” Sircar says, “the word ‘formerly’ in 
the passage quoted from Prater does not make it clear whether the 
rhinoceros was ‘extensively distributed in the Indian Peninsula’ 
before or even after the age of the Imperial Guptas (from the 4th 
to the 6th century A.D.).”2% 


Sohoni himself observes,” It 1s not necessary to hold that 
Kuméaragupta I had to go to Kamariipa to hunt a big one-horned 
rhinoceros .... It is more probable that Kumaragupta’s hunt of 
rhinoceros took place in North Bihar jungles adjoining the Chaitwan 
region in Nepal, not far away from VaiSali, than in distant Assam. 
A ruler of Pataliputra would have found this more convenient.”?” 


Sircar finds it difficult to determine the exact spot of the 
rhinoceros-hunt of Kum4ragupta I, as the beast flourished in the 
Ganga Valley in early times. We have evidence of existence of 
the rhinoceros in the Ganga Valley in the eleventh century A.D. Al 
Biruni writes, “The ganda exists in large numbers 1n India, more 
particularly about the Ganges.’>”! 


Itis very difficult to ascertain the exact spot where Kum4ragupta 
I hunted the rhinoceros, if at all he hunted that animal. The 
available sources of his history are silent about his military 
exploits. Yet he issued the ASvamedha type of coins, indicating 
that he performed the horse-sacrifice. If he issued the Rhinoceros- 
slayer type to commemorate his conquest of Assam, this would 
also justify the performance of the Asvamedha yajna by him.*” 
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Ibid. 
Ibid. 
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See supra, Chapter II. 
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Ibid. 


For the reasons that the ASvamedha type was struck late in the reign 
of Samudragupta, see supra, Chapter IX. 


JRAS, 1889, p. 65. 

History of India, p. 118. 

CGE, p. 71. 
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Ibid., p. 38, Pl. VIM, 11. 
Ibid., p. 43, Pl. LX, 10. 
[bid., p. 44, PLAX. 11. 
JNSI, Vol. V, p. 152. 
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CGE, Pl. VI, 1-4. 
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In ibid., Pl. XIX, 1, he is not stringing the bow. 
[bid., P}. VI, 1, 3, Pl. VU, 10. 

[bid., Pl. VII, 10, Pl. VI, 5, 

[bid., Pl. VI, 4. 

[bid., Pl. VI, 6; the nght hand of the goddess is empty. 
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Ibid., Pl. VI, 9; (See our Pl. XIV, 4). 

CGE, Pl. VI, 10; (See our Pl. XIV, 5). 

CGE, Pi. VII, 4; (see our Pl. XIV, 7). 

CGE, Pl. VI. 7. 
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258. 
259. 
260. 


262. 
263. 


265. 
266. 
267. 
268. 


269 


270. 
271. 
22. 


273. 


274. 
275. 
276. 
277. 
278. 
279. 


280. 


Ibid., Pt. VI, 9. 
Ibid., Pl. VI, 14. 


Noose (right) and comucopiae (left), ibid., Pl. VI, 7; Noose (right) and 
lotus (left) ibid., Pl. VI, 9. 


Ibid., Pl. VI, 13. 
Ibid., Pl. VI, 12. 
Ibid., pp. 110-111. 


For the four varieties of this class, see Altekar, CGE, pp. 119-121. He 
had divided this class into five varieties, but we think that his Variety 
D, on which the king is slaying the lion with a sword, should be placed 
in a Separate class, like Allan, BMC,GD, p. 45. 


CGE, Pl}. VII, 5; (See our Pl. XIV, 8). 
CGE, Pl. VII, 7; (see our Pl. XV, 1). 
CGE, Pl. VII, 5. 

CGE, Pl. VIL, 8. 

Ibid., Pl. VIL, 5. 

Ibid., Pl. VII, 5. 

Ibid., P|. VII, 6; (see our Pl. XIV, 9). 


The complete legend is never available, but the extant traces stand for 
Narendrachandrah prathitarano rane jayatyajeyo bhuvi simhavikramah. 
See CGE, PI. VII, 7. 


Ibid., Pl. VII, 5 one couchant to left); Pi. VII, 9 dion couchant to 
right). 


Ibid., Pl. VII, 6. 

Ibid., Pl. VII, 5. 

NC, 1910, Pl. XIV, 14. 

CGE, p. 120. 

This is regarded as fillet by Allan, BMC,GD, p. 45. 


BMC,GD, p.45, Pl. [X, 13; CGE, p. 120, Pl. VII, 9. For the identification 
of the Simhavahini Devi on the reverse, see supra, Chapter V. 


CGE, p. 107. 
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281. 
282. 
283. 


284. 
285. 
286. 
287. 
288. 
289. 
290. 
291. 
292. 
293. 


294 


295. 
296. 
297. 
298. 
299. 
300. 
301. 


302. 


B.N. Mukherjee, Art in Gupta and Post-Gupta Coinages, p. 21. 
CGE, p. 22. 


BMC,GD, pp. 81-83, Pl. XIV, 14-17, Pl. XV, 1-4; CGE, pp. 192-194, 
P). XII, 11-13. 


BMC,GD, pp. 76-81, Pl. XIV, 1-13; CGE, pp. 186-190, Pl. XII, 1-10. 
See BMC,GD, pp. xci-xcii; also CGE, pp. 190-191 
CGE, p. 185. 

CGE, pp. 196-197, Pl. XII, 1, 2 

CGE, p. 198, Pl. XIII, 3-6. 

JNSI, Vol. XI, Pt. 1, p. 8. 

E.g., Sohoni, JNS/, Vol. XVII, Pt. II, pp.104-106. 
Ibid., pp. 105-106. 

THQ, Vol. XXXI, 1955, pp. 175 ff. 

JNSI, Vol. XLII, Pt. 1, p. 69, and fn. 4. 

CA, p. 89. 

JNSI, Vol. XLII, Pt. I, pp. 69-70. 

JNSI, Vol. XVII, Pt. WW, p. 179. 

Prater, The Book oj Indian Animals, pp. 101 ff. 
Studies in Indian Coins, p. 216. 

JNSI, Vol. XVIII, Pt. If, p. 179. 

Studies in Indian Coins, p. 217. 


See Sachau, Alberuni’s India, Part f, pp. 203-204. Cf. E.P. Gee, The 
Wild Life of India, p. 151, who says that the rhinoceros became extinct 
in the Ganga Valley in the nineteenth century A.D. 


See Y.B. Singh, JNS/, Vol. XLII, Pt. I, p. 69. Cf. S. Chattopadhyaya, 
Early History of North India, pp. 177-178, who says that Kumaragupta 
I performed the Asvamedha to commemorate his conquests towards 
the Narmada Valley. But Y.B. Singh says that “such a suggestion 
goes against the combined testimony of the Bhitari and the Junagarh 
inscriptions.” See JNSI, Vol. XLIII, Pt. I, p. 69. Cf. also S.R. Goyal 
who has suggested that Kumaragupta I probably conquered some 
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regions in Daksinapatha, and issued the ASvamedha type of coins “‘to 
celebrate his southern adventure.” A History of the Imperial Guptas, 
pp. 256 ff. 


APPENDIX TO 
CHAPTER X 


THE JITAM BHAGAVATA 
PADMANABHENA COINS 


A copper metallic piece was published by K.D. Bajpai in 1971. 


Obv.  : Brahmi legend: Jitam Bhagavata Padmanabhena 
in two straight lines within af oval enclosure. 

Rev. : Kalpavriksa in an ornamental form.! 

Copper. Round. 


Regarding the attribution and nature of this piece, K.D. Bajpai 
conjectures that it is a coin issued by Chandragupta II after his 
victory over eastern Malava. He bases his conjecture on the facts 
that Chandragupta II is referred to as Paramabhagavata, but 
avoided mentioning his own name on these pieces as he attributed 
his great victory over the Sakas to Visnu, and that coins issued 1n 
the names of deities are not unknown in ancient India.’ Bajpai’s 
alternative suggestion is that it might have been a token but adds. 
that “in so far as the large Gupta coinage is concerned, no such 
example is known so far.”? | 


Nisar Ahmed, however, observes, “The representation of 
Kalpavriksha on the reverse of this coin, which 1s the non- -Gupts 
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coin-device, and simply the occurrence of the Vaishnava legend 
make us reluctant to ascribe it to Chandragupta II.” 


J.P. Singh objects to the conjectures of K.D. Bajpai on the 
basis of the marked dissimilarity between this piece and the silver 
issues of Chandragupta II struck for circulation in western India, 
the absence of the King’s name or viruda on this piece, the 
existence of several Paramabhadgavata Gupta monarchs apart 
from Chandragupta II, and the non-connection of this piece with 
the Guptas on the basis of the name of the dynasty or typology.’ He 
is of the view that this piece is not a coin, but a medal struck by a 
temple of Padmanabha Visnu “for the use of its devotees to satisfy 
their religious needs. If this suggestion is accepted, it can well be 
said that the present piece is perhaps the earliest known temple 
medal.” He compares these medals with the Ramatank series 
and the medals of the Gadhaiya type bearing the legend Sri- 
Omkara on the reverse,’which, according to Indraji,’were struck 
by the authorities of the Omkara-Mandhata temple. K.D. Bajpai, 
however, points out that “a comparison of our copper piece from 
Sanchi with these late specimens can fruitfully be made.” As he 
observes, “Anyway, the question of assignment of the Sanchi coin 
may be left an open one till we come across a definite conclusive 
evidence in the matter.”!° 


References 
I. JNSI, Vol. XXXII, Pt. I, p. 120, Pl. V, 4. 
2, I[bid., pp. 120-121. Bajpai cites the examples of the Yaudheya, 


Audumbara, and Kuninda coins issued in the names of Karttikeya and 
Siva respectively 


3. JNSI, Vol. XXXII, Pt. I, p. 121. 
4, Ibid., p. 121, fn. 1. See, however, BMC,GD, Pl. XVII, 
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26,27; Pl. XX, 15-29; Pl. XXI, 1-12, for the occurrence of 
the Kalpavriksa on Gupta coins. 


5 JNSI, Vol. XXXIV, Pt. IL, pp. 254-255. 
6 Ibid., p.257. 

7. JNSI, Vol. XXXIV, pt. Il, P. 257. 
8 JBBRAS, Vol. XII, P. 325. 

9 


JNSI, Vol. XXXIV, Pt. Il, P. 259. 
10. Ibid. . 
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